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JOINT UE80LUTION To allow the city Euid county of San Francisco to excbaneo Ian is for resen'oir 
sites In Lake Eleanor and Iletch Hetchy valleys In Vosemltc National Park, and for othvr purposes. 

Resolved by the Seriate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That upon the conveyance to the United States by the city and 
county of San Francisco, ofa good title, free from all liens or any other encumbrances 
of any nature whatsoever, to any tract or tracts of land within the Yosemite National 
Park, or that oart of the national forest adjacent thereto, which was elimiiiftted from 
said park by the act of February seventh, nineteen hundred and five, the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to issue patents con veyi \g to the 
said city and county of San Francisco the use of all or such part of the remaining public 
land in the Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy reservoir sites, granted to saidf^ity and 
county of San Francisco, subject to certain conditions, by the decision of the •'Scfetary 
of the Interior on May eleventh, nineteen hundred and eight, as may be appro^mately 
e^ual by reference to. the 'smallest legal subdivisions to the land relinquislid: Pro- 
wded. That all the conditions, terms, and provisions included in and stipuh^id and 
provided by specific resolution of the board of supervisors, and duly executeiWder 
the seal of the city of San Francisco, and fully stated prior to its exec^ution in thoedd 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior, dated May eleventh, nineteen hundre<|^d 
eight, shall attach to and be part of said patent or patents issued under the autlwty 
of this resolution, and said patent or patents shall so specifically state: Provided f\ W 
That the land so patentea shall revert to the Government upon the failure \^ 
said city and county to use or to continue to use the land for the purposes and und T^ 
conditions specified in the permit dated May eleventh, nineteen nundred and t \ 
heretofore issued to the city and county of San Francisco by the Secretary of the ^l 
terior under authority of the act of Congress approved February fifteenth, ninetfQ 
hundred and one, and the patent shall so provide; and in the case of the reversionf 
such lands as above provided the Secretary of the Interior is hereby empowered a? 
directed to reconvey to the said city and county of San Francisco the lands deede^ 
the United States in exchange therefor: And provided further , That before dama^ 
constructed to make such reservoirs the city of San Prancisco shall agree witl 
Secretary of the Interior to construct such necessary roads and trails around, 
reservoirs as may be necessary to take the place of tha<»e that are destroved. 
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House of Representatives, 

Committee on Public Lands, 

Saturday J January 9, 1909. 

The committee this day met at 10.15 o'clock a. m., Hon. Frank W. 
Mondell (chairman) presiding. 

The Chairman. Tne committee will come to order. The special 
order for this morning, gentlemen, is House joint resolution No. 223, 
which embodies the report \)f the subcommittee appointed to report 
to the full committee on House joint resolution No. 184, ''to allow 
the city and county of San Francisco to exchange lands for reservoir 
sites in Lake Eleanor and Ketch Hetchy valleys in Yosemite 
National Park, and for other purposes." 

The members of the committee who are present will recall that on 
December 16 the full committee held a nearing on this so-called 
Hetch Hetchy resolution, which hearing has been printed, and is now 
before the committee, and that at the close of that hearing the matter 
was referred to a subcommittee. The subcommittee reported on the 
5th of January, and were instructed by the committee to introduce 
their recommendation in the matter m the form of a resolution. 
That resolution was introduced by Mr. Smith, of California, and is 
House joint resolution Xo. 223. When the subcommittee reported 
it was the judgment of the committee that the full committee should 
take the matter up this morning. There are a number of gentlemen 
present who, I understand, want to be heard in relation to the mat- 
ters treated of and affected b}' the resolution. I understand that 
Mr. Englebright, who represents the district in California in which 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley. is located desires to be heard, and we will 
be very glad to hear from him at this time if he desires 

STATEMEFT OF HON. WILLIAM F. ENOLEBBIOHT, A REPEE- 

SENTATIVE FBOM CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. Englebright. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee. There is only one point that I desire to be heard upon in 
connection with this resoli\tion. Here is a memorandum that .1 
handed to the subcommittee of an amendment, reading as follows: 

Pravidedt further^ That the water stored in such reeervoirs, that is to be used for 
domestic purposes, shall be diverted from the Tuolumne River at or above a point 
1 mile below the confluence of Jawbone Creek with the Tuolumne River. 
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In this connection I will file a copv of a map of Tuolumne County, 
in which I have colored sufficiently the locations to explain this 
resolution. The resolution goes to the proposition of the quantity 
of land that will have to be kept free from pollution or contamination 
in order to afford a pure domestic supply of water to the city of San 
Francisco. 

Referring to the various maps and reports that have been filed in 
connection with this case, I find a statement of estimates and fibres 
as follows: That the area above the Hetch Hetchy Resei*voir site is 
452 square miles ; above the Lake Eleanor Reservoir site it is 84 square 
miles; above a point on Cherry Creek, from which the water is to be 
diverted into the Lake Eleanor site, 103 square miles, and I roughly 
estimate that there is of the other watershed above the dam site — 
that is, the proposed dam site, where the water would be diverted 
from the Tuolumne River — 100 square miles, making a total water 
area of 734 square miles that would be included as watershed and 
area for this project. 

According to the " Reports on the Water Supphes of San Francisco,'' 
this point is fixed on page 55 • 

Mr. Ferris. What is that you are reading from? 

Mr. Englebright. From the '* Reports on the Water Supplies of 
San Francisco." 

Mr. Ferris. Whose report is that? ' 

Mr. Englebright. The city engineer's. 

Mr. Ferris. All right; excuse me. 

Mr. Englebright. It was pubUshed by the authority of the board 
of supemsors in 1908. 

Mr. Ferris. In San Francisco? 

Mr.' Englebright. Yes. [Readsl: 

UPPER CANAL SECTION. 

The water from Hetch Hetchy Reservoir will flow in Tuolumne River about 16 miles 
to a point about 1 mile below Jawbone Creek. At this point a masonry weir, or over- 
all aam, about 25 feet in height, will serve as a structure for raising the water surface 
of the river above the extreme high-water plane, bringing it within reach of a headgate 
through which the water will flow into a tunnel; thence by canal and tunnel along the 
mountain slope on the south side of Tuolumne River, a distance of about 29 miles to 
the westerly extremity of a mountain spur which extends northwesterly from the 
Deer Flats country. 

Then it goes along and describes the details. 

The Chairman. Do I understand y^our proposed amendment fixes 
the point of divertion at and withm the point at which the city 
proposes to divert? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes, sir. The only thing I notice is that this 
other wording says *' about.'' My proposed amendment says ^'at or 
above." I have no objection to the word ''about'' being inserted. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Did not that report you read from say 
*' about 1 mile below" the confluence of Jawbone Creek? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes; ''about 1 mile below." 

Mr. Smith, of Cahfomia. You do not want it to be taken out a 
mile below? 

Mr. Englebright. No; any point above. 

Mr. Smith, of California. But the report of the city engineer you 
read from proposed to take it out a mile below? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 
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Mr. Smith, of California. Your amendment is above? 

Mr. Enolebbight. Yes; it shall be diverted from the Tuolumne 
River at or above a point 1 mile below the confluence of the Jaw- 
bone Creek. 

Mr. Smith, of California. You are willing that it shall be taken out 
below Jawbone Creek? 

Mr. Enqlebbight. Yes; a mile below. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Then you do not accomplish anything. 

The Chairman. What is the idea of your insistance upon fliat 
point? 

Mr. Englebbight. The idea is that we have now over 700 square 
miles of territorv. If you go down the stream a few miles to the con- 
fluence of the South Fork of the Tuolutnne River you then take in 
an entirely new lot of watershed. 

The Chaibman. You want to confine it to the watershed that the 
city itself has proposed ? 

Mr. Englebbight. Yes. 

Mr. Smith, of California. I thought you did not want it to include 
the watershed at Jawbone. You are willing to include that ? 

Mr. "Englebbight. I will stick to just what they say. 

The ttiAiBMAN. I think the committee fully understands that, and 
will consider that when they go into the bill; and I tliank you very 
much, Mr. Englebright. for your suggestions. 

There are some gentlemen here who desire to oppose the proposed 
legislation, and there are some who favor the proposed legislation. 
Mr. Sampson, of New York, I understand, desires to be heard in 
opposition to the legislation. If so, the committee will be very glad 
to near from Mr. Sampson. 

Kindly take your place above the stenographer, Mr. Sampson, and 
give him your full name ami address. 

Mr. Olden Sampson. My full name is Olden Sampson. My ad- 
dress is 7 West Forty-third street, New York. If the chairman sees 
fit, Mr. Whitman would like to speak first. 

The Chaibman. Very well. 

STATEMEHT OF MB. EDHUND A. WHITMAN, OF BOSTON, MASS., 
BEPBESENTINa THE APPALACHIAN MOUNTAIN CLUB. 

Mr. Whitman. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sampson suggested a few mo- 
ments ago that he would prefer to speak after the matter had been 
opened by some one else. 

The Chaibman. Just as you desire, gentlemen. In that event we 
will hear from Mr. Whitman first. Kindly give the stenographer 
your name and address, Mr. Whitman, and kmmy state what interests 
you represent in your views. 

Mr. Whitman. My name is Edmund A. Whitman. I am an attor- 
ney in Boston, Mass., and I am here to represent the Appalachian 
Mountain Club, an organization of some 1,600 individuals who are 
scattered throudiout 22 States of this Union, with the District of 
Columbia; and 1 was authorized and directed to appear before you 
at a meeting of the club held when about 400 persons were present. 
I am present here also at the request of some members of the Sierra 
Oub of San Francisco and California, to represent their views. I alsd 
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had the personal privilege of visiting this entire territory under dis- 
cussion. I spent some tour weeks going through the territory which 
is covered by this resolution, and I thiius: I am familiar with it. 

There are two points apparently of oj)position to this proposal. 
One point has been covered, and I take it that it has been settled 
to the satisfaction of all parties as to whether the water from the 
Tuolumne River shall be taken by the city of San Francisco as a 
water supplv. We have no objection to that. They may have all 
the water that they choose from that river without any objection 
on our part. Our objection is to an entirely different point — to their 
using a specific point as a reservoir, and that is the Tletch Hetchy 
Valley. 

The specific question before this committee this morning, as I 
understand, is that the field be limited to the question of the proper 
regulations surrounding an exchange of land between the city and the 
nation, feeling that the matter of the authority of the city to use this 
reservoir site has already been settled by the executive department 
of the United States. 

The Chairman. I would sav, Mr. Whitman, that there are members 
of the committee who feel that it is the duty of the committee, in 
view of the many protests that have been made against the use of 
this reservoir site, or any reservoir site within the national park by 
the city of San Francisco, to examine into the entire question. 

Mr. Whitman. Very good; but that, however, does not particularly 
change the view I was about to present, which is that this resolution 
in effect is the only authority which the city of San Francisco will 
have for the use of sites within the national park. In other words, 
that the authority given by the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
is without the authority of any statute of the United States, and of 
no effect, and is in effect a usurpation by the Executive of the power 
of Congress — I use the word ''usurpation'' in no invidious sense, but 
from a mistaken view of the law, as I trust I can convince this com- 
mittee. The Secretary of the Interior has granted an authority that 
he has no power to grant. I do not say that, however, from any 
views of my own, because I take it that, so far as the executive 
department has passed upon the subject, the majority of the court is 
in favor of the proposition I have advanced; that is to say, when the 
matter first came before the Cabinet, or before the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Hon. E. A. Hitchcock gave a long and elaborate opinion 
that he had no authority whatsoever under this statute to grant this 
permission, and he referred the matter to the Hon. Victor H. Metcalf, 
of California, then Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and he in a long opinion agreed entirely in that opinion, that 
the executive power has no power to grant reservoir sites of this kind, 
or to grant this particular reservoir site within the national park. 

That was in the early spring of 1905. The city of San Francisco, 
which is nothing if not persistent, again appUed to the Executive, 
and the matter was referred to the Attorney-General, and there is a 
brief opinion by the Acting Attorney-General, Hon. M. D. Purdy, to 
the effect that the Secretary of the Interior had authority under the 
act to issue permits of this kind. I will, with the permission of the 
committee, refer to that orinion a Uttle later on, because it gives no 
reasons, and while he said he had examined carefully the provisions 
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of the act, he does not take up the reasoning of the members of the 
Cabinet and answer their objections. 

Now, without reading in full those two opinions, I should like to 
state the substance thereof, and I think the committee, whether 
composed of lawyers or laymen, would see the force of the reasonii^ 
and the position we take. The Yosemite National Park was set off 
to the State of California in 1864, and included merely the Yosemite 
Valley, with the very limited area about it. Quite a number of 
years afterwards certain gentlemen who were alive to the other 
scenic wonders of that territory induced Cong^ress to make a park 
surroimding the Yosemite Park, so that for a time, as you are aware, 
there was a park inside of the park, the inner one belonging to the 
State and trie outer one belonging to the nation. The reasons for 
that larger park were two. In the first place, to include to the south 
aD the sources of water supply for the Yosemite Valley, so that 
those might be controlled, and in the second place, to include a large 
area to the north, which contained scenic wonders of its own, so that 
there were in reality two parks, the Yosemite National Park and the 
Tuolumne Basin Park, each having its wonders and beauties; and 
it w^as the intention of Congress at that time to preserve that new 
park for the public of the United States. 

Now, that ravine of the Tuolumne River has two sections, the 
sources rising among the high mountains of the Sierra Vallev and 
rushing rapialy down into the large meadow known as the Tuolumne 
Meadows, nalr a mile wide and some 15 miles long — one of the most 
wonderful and beautiful spots on the face of the globe, where vou 
have a level floor with a inishing river running through it, a noor 
carpeted with grass and flowers of all kinds and- surrounded by those 
lofty snow-clad mountains with a soda spring which alone would 
justify a large influx of visitors every year. 

That valley was visited by me in company with 150 other people, 
members of the Sierra Club, accompanied by some 40 or 50 horses 
and 20 or 30 packers, cooks, and other pei*sons. Leaving that val- 
ley, the river runs for 22 or 23 miles down an at present almost impas- 
sable gorge, bounded on each side by splendid cliffs, some of them 
rising four or five thousand feet vertically from the river. At the 
present time it is a most difficult trip to make, although it can be 
rendered passable by a comparatively moderate expense. This 

forge opens up at the end of these 23 miles into the Hetch Hetchy 
'^alTey, which is a Yosemite Valley in a somewhat smaller form. 
The walls, instead of being 4,000 feet high, ate 2,500 feet high, but 
almost identical in having almost substantially vertical walls, with 
a lovely floor covered witn magnificent old trees, which must have 
taken centuries to grow, and a luxurious growth of grass hardly 
found elsewhere in a national park. These are features which, 1 
take it, Congress intended to preserve; and I submit. Congress has 
never given authority to anybody to destroy or change the charac- 
ter of these features. 

Let me refer very briefly to the original act of 1890, which estab- 
lished this reserve. Tlie word ''park'' is used in that act, but the 
language of the act indicates the purpose for which that reserve was 
made, and over and over again in subsequent acts this place has been 
referred to as the ''Yosemite National Park.'' This act, after setting 
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apart a certain territory which is reserved, and from which all persons 
who are to be regarded as trespassers are to be removed , says that 
the "said reservation shall be under the exclusive control of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whose duty is shall be, as soon as practicable, to 
make and publish such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary 
or proper for its care and management. Such regulations shall pro- 
viae for the preservation from injury of all timber, mineral deposits, 
natural curiosities, or wonders within said reservation, and their 
retention in their natural condition." 

Now, I ask the attention of the committee to that language, indi- 
cating very clearly the intention of Congress at that time to set apart 
the natural wonders and natural curiosities to be retained in tneir 
origmal condition. Then the Secretary was given, in his discretion, 
power to make limited leases, not exceeding ten years and not for 
more than 5 acres of land, for the purpose of encouraging visitors to 
come into the park, for hotels and otherwise, and he was directed to 
provide against the wanton destruction of fish and game. It says: 

He shall also cause all persons trespaasing upon the same after the passage of this act 
to be remeved therefrom, and generally to take all such measures as shall be necessary 
and proper to fully carry out the objects of this act. 

The Chairman. I understand, Mr. Whitman, that your contention 
is that the later acts authorizing the Secretary to grant certain rights 
of way or permits should be construed in connection with the act 
which established the park? 

Mr. Whitman. Certainly. Does this act, which I am now going to 
refer to — the act of February 15, 1901 — change that act, or lust 
merely give authority to the Secretary to act in incidental matters 
necessary and proper for the outside public, but which do not inter- 
fere with the things which he was specially directed to preserve from 
injury? ^ _ ^ 

Now, the title of that act indicates its purpose— "An act relating 
to rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other public 
lands;" in other worcS, that the Secretaiy might issue authority for 
easements in various places. And the act goes on to provide for the 
running of electrical lines and telegraph and telephone lines and 
water conduits for irrigation purposes, or otherwise. But it does 
use the words "water plants, dams, and reservoirs used to promote 
irrigation or mining or quarrying, or the manufacturing or cutting pf 
timber or lumber, or the supplying of water for domestic, public, or 
any other beneficial uses to the extent of the ground occupied." • 

Then it goes on to provide that this shall not be done unless the 
Secretary is of opinion "that the same is not incompatible with the 
pubUc interest;" and the concluding paragraph seems significant: 

' And provided further ^ That any permission given by the Secretary of the Interior 
under tne provisions of this act may be revoked oy him or his successor in his discretion 
and shall not be held to form any right or easement or interests in, to, or over any 
public land, reservation, or park. 

Now, gentlemen, can it be said that under that authority the 
Secretary of the Interior has any power under this act to take out 
forever one of the most remarkable features of the natural scenery 
which the original act sought to preserve and turn it over to the 
city of San Francisco for a water supply? 

Now, I ask at the same time the attention of the committee to 
these opinions by Hon. E. A. Hitchcock and by Mr. Metcalf. The 
first one is dated 
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The Chairman. How did Mr. Metcalf come to go into the ques- 
tion? Does it come in his department? 

Mr. Whitman. For some reason, which I do not quite understand, 
it was referred to him. I am reading from page 128 of this ^' Reports 
of the Water SuppUes of San Francisco.'' 

Mr. Smith, of CaUfomia. What Metcalf is it? Will you pardon 
me a moment? 

Mr. Whitman. Certainly. That is the honorable Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, V. H. Metcalf, Secretary. 

The Chairman. Query: How did the matter get before the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor? By reference from the Secretary 
of the Literior? 

Mr. Whitman. Apparently, because the heading is, *^ Supporting 
opinion of the Hon., the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to the 
President.'' It reads: 

supportino opinion op the honorable, the secretary of commerce and labor, 

to the president, 

Department of Commerce and Labor, 

Office of the Secretary, 

Washington^ March i, 1905, 
The President: 

In the matter of the applicatiou of the city of Sau FrauciBco for permiasion to obtain 
its water supply from the Yosemite National Park, I have the honor to say: 

The tract of land, comprising what is popularly known as ''Yosemite National Park,'' 
was withdrawn from settlement and set apart as "reserved forest lands" by the 
act of October 1, 1890. This act placed the reservation under the exclusive control 
of the Secretary of the Interior ana charged him with the duty of making regulations 
to ''provide for the preservation from injury of all timber, mineral deposits, natural 
curiosities, or wonders with said reservation, and their retention in their natural 
condition.'' 

In this connection it is to be observed that this tract of land was referred to in this 
act as "reserved forest lands" and "reservations." The term "Yosemite National 
Park " was not used and there was no express declaration that the reservation was for 
the purpose of a park. It was, however, incidentally referred to as " Yosemite National 
Part" in the act of February 15, 1901. That the tract in question "shall hereafter 
be known as the * Yosemite National Park ' " was first declared in the act of February 
7, 1905. 

The authority of the Secretary of the Interior to permit the use of rights of way was 
originally limited to those extending through public lands, a.M distinguished from 
reservations and parks. But by the act of February 15, 1901, he was authorized to 
extend these permits to forest and other reservations, and the Yosemite, Sequoia, and 
General Grant National parks. This act, which is the measure of his authority in 
this particular, empowers him to permit the use of rights of way for the purpase, inter 
alia, of supplying water for domestic, public, or any other beneficial use, and for 
irrigation. It expressly provides, however, that sucli permits shall be allowed only 
upon the approval of the chief officer of the department under whose supervision 
such park or reservation falls "and upon a finding by him that the same is not incom- 
patible with the public interest." 

The manifest purpose of the original act was to set apart and maintain the reservation 
in its natural condition. The object of the subsequent act was to permit such uses 
as would not interfere with the original purpose of the reservation. Thup, while the 
Secretary of the Interior is vested with exclusive control of the reservation, his author- 
ity to grant permits for the use of rights of way is limited to such uses as are not incom- 
patible' with the public interest. Any use which necessitates a change or alteration 
of the natural curiosities or wonders of the park is clearly incompatible with the 
public interest as expresesd in the original act. To grant permits for uses which 
would so affect the reservation would defeat the purpose and nullify the effect of the 
]aw creating it. 

That Congress did not intend to authorize permits for uses which would permanently 
alter the natural condition of the park is clearly indicated by that clause in the act 
which provides: "That any permission given by the Secretary of the Interior under 
the provisions of this act may be revoked by him or his succe.'^sor in his discretion, 
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and shall not be held to confer any right or easement, or interest in, to, or over any 
public land, reservation, or park. 

It is manifest that at best the law only authorizes the granting of a mere license, 
revocable at the will of the Secretary. In the case under consideration, even if the 
Secretary concluded that it would not be incompatible with the public interest to 
permit tne use of the park for the purposes proposed, it is highly improbable that the 
city of San Francisco would expend $39,000,000 in availing itself of privileges depend- 
ent wholly on a concession which might be terminated at any time. 

Further than this it seems to me to be a wise policy to refuse permits for uses which 
will in any wise encroach upon the natural wonders or scenic properties of this reserva- 
tion. If it should conclusively appear in this or any other case that the use of a ri^ht 
of way through the reservation is absolutely necessary to supply the surrounding 
countiy or neighboring communities with water for irrigation or domestic consumption, 
the legislative, and not the administrative, branch of the Government should be 
appealed to for assistance. As the law now stands, permission to use the reservation 
for purposes which will permanently change its natural conditions may be granted 
only hy Congress. 

During the present session of Congress there was introduced in the House a bill to 
grant to the city of San Francisco tne use of lands and rights of way, substieuitially 
the same as those sought in the application now under consideration. The Committee 
on the Public Lands, to which the hill was referred, very recently laid it on the table by 
unanimous vote. The Senate Committee on Public Lands has taken no action with 
reference to Senate bill 4134, introduced on February 5, 1904, which is referred to by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

In view of the able consideration which the Secretary of the Interior has given this 
question in his letter of February 20, 1905, it is needless for me to do more thiBin direct 
attention to the points above referred to and concur in the conclusions reached by him. 
These conclusions, in my judgment, are clearly warranted from the facts and justified 
by the law. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

V. H. Mbtcalf, Secretary. 

He does not explain the way in which the matter came before him, 
except to say in conclusion : 

In view of the able consideration which the Secretary of the Interior has given this 
question in his letter of February 20, 1905, it is needless for me to do more than direct 
attention to the points above referred to and concur in the conclusions reached by him. 

Mr. Smith, of CalifoiTiia. You do not understand that that is an 
official opinion by Mr. Metcalf as Secretary of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor ? 

Mr. Whitman. It is signed bv him as Secretai'v and addressed to 
the President. 

Mr. Smith, of CalifoiTiia. I was curious to know how it got to his 
department 

Mr. Whitman. That is a matter I do not know about 



Mr. Smith, of California. Because Secretary Metcalf lived at Oak- 
land, I thought perhaps it might be a pei-sonal opinion; but if he 
signed it as Secretaiy it is official. 

Mr. Whitman. You will notice he winds up: 

These conclusions, in my judgment, are clearly warranted from the facts and 
justified by the law. 

The Chairman. Mr. Hitchcock's opinion being that he had no 
authority to grant the permission 1 

Mr, Whitman. Yes; that he had no authority to grant the per- 
mission, because this was one of the wonders tnat the original act 
called upon him to preserve, and the authority given to the Secretary 
of the Interior was only to issue such revocable permits, which coula 
at any time be revoked, as would permit the use of incidental waters 
for the outside public. I say that that is the limit of his authority. 
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« 

The Secretary of the Interior rendered his opinion to the President 
on February 20, 1905. It is quite a long opinion and worthy of the 
most careful study: 

i^sttbr of the honorable the secretary of the interior to the president 

denying the appt.ication op san francisco. 

Department of the Interior, 

Washington, Fehnwry 20, 1905, 

The Prtsidml: 

Your letter of the 8th instant has been received in relation to the application 
of the citv of San Francisco for permission to obtain its water supply &om the 
Yosemite National Park. You state that you have personally examined into the 
matter through Mr. P. V. Long, the city's official representative; that jrou were 
advised that we Geological Survey favors the granting of the city's application; that 
the reservoirs to be created are remote from Yosemite Vallejr, and the granting 
of the desired privilege would not result in damage to the national park; and you 
inquire whether it would not be proper, first, to grant San Francisco the use of the 
Lake Eleanor Reservoir site, and of rights ot way for diversion canals thereto; sec- 
ond, to grant to San Francisco the right of way for diversion canals from the Tuolumne 
River, below Cherry Creek, when requested; and, third, to hold the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and Tuolumne Meadow Reservoir sites for the joint use of the Turlock and 
Modesto irrigation districts and the city of San Francisco and other municipalities 
in its neighborhood, when it is shown that they are required for the use of either or 
both of the applicants. 

In response thereto, I. have the honor to state that before answering the interroca- 
tories in question it will not be improper to give a brief statement of the facts in rela- 
tion to the consideration and disposition of the city's application for water from the 
Yosemite National Park: 

In April, 1902, James D. Phelan, of San Francisco, Cal., applied under the act of 
February 15, 1901 (31 Stat., 790), for right of way for two reservoirs in the Yosemite 
National Park for manufacturing purposes, water power, and domestic use, the sites 
being located on the Tuolumne River and at Lake Eleanor. Upon consideration 
thereof, his application was denied on the 20th of January, 1903, and in a letter ad- 
dressed to the Commissioner of the General Land Office on that date attention was 
directed to the fact that a considerable portion of the right of way desired was over 
patented lands, over which the department had no authority to grant privileges, 
and, furthermore, that it appeared tnat the survey of the sites in (luostion had been 
made surreptitiously and without securing the consent of the department to entering 
the reservation for that purpose. 

Subseouently it appears that Mr. Phelan transferred his alleged water rights in the 
park to the city of San Francisco, and a motion for the reopening of the case was favor- 
ably considereid and a formal hearing was accorded, at which the city of San Francisco 
was represented by counsel, and which continued for three days. The report of this 
hearing has been printed, and will be found in a pamphlet hereto attached, marked 
"Exhibit A." After due consideration of the facts disclosed at such hearing, the con- 
clusion was reached that under existing law the application of the city could not be 
granted; and on the 22d of December, 1903, a letter formally denying such application 
was addressed to the Commissioner of the General I^nd Office, as follows, to wit: 

''Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

**Sir: On a rehearing granted at request of the applicant, I have given very careful 
consideration to the petition of the city of San Francisco for a right of way under the 
act of February 15, 1901, for reservoir sites at Hetch Hetchy Valley and Lake Eleanor, 
in Yosemite National Park, for the storage of water for municipal purpoaes. 

"The project contemplates an estimated expenditure of about $39,000,000, which, 
however, has never been approved by vote of the people of the city. 

"It appears that for more than forty years the city of San Francisco has been supplied 
water by the Spring Valley Water Company, a private corporation; that, under existing 
law, the water rates to consumers are determined by the city itself; that the (quality of 
the water is good and admitted to be within the limits of the standard of potability; and 
that the company has the ability to increase the supply to adequately meet the needs 
of the city almost indefinitely. 

"The city asserts, nevertheless, that the waters it seeks to store at Lake Eleanor and 
Hetch Hetchy Valley are better and that it desires to acquire and control its own water 
supply, which it is empowered to do under the provwinns of its present charter. 
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« 

''Ab viewed, however, by the department the application is confronted bv legal 
embarrassments which appear to be surmountable only by the exercise of the legiua- 
tive power of the Government. 

"It is proposed to convert Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy Valley, respectively, 
into reservours for the storage of a water supply for the city. Both are admittedly 
scenic features of the Yosemite National FarK. Lake Eleanor is located high up in 
the Sierra Nevada Mountains at an elevation of 4,700 feet, and is one of the crystal 
clear lakes which abound in the park and are noted for their beauty. Hetch Hetchy 
Valley ia widely known for its wonderful natural conditions and marvelous scenic 
interest. 

" It is thus described by Lippincott in the Twenty-first Annual Report of the United 
States Geological Survey: 

"*The valley proper is about 3i miles long and of a width varying from one-quarter 
to three-quarters of a mile. The rugged granite walls, crownea with domes, towers, 
spires, and battlements, seem to rise almost perpendicular upon all sides to a height of 
2,500 feet above this beautiful emerald meadow.' 

**The act of October 1, 1890, makes it obligatory upon the Secretary of the Interior to 
preserve and retain the 'natural curiosities and wonders' in the park in their 'natural 
condition.' This provision of the act w^hich established the park remains in full force, 
not having been repealed or modified by the act imder which this application ia 
made nor by any other l^islation. 

"It is contended that the appropriation of Lake Eleanor and Uotch Hetchy Valley 
for great reservoirs for the proposed storage of water would enhance rather than detract 
from their natural beauty, but this is not material in view of the law which commands 
the Secretary of the Interior to preserve and retain them in their natural condition if 
they are 'natural curiosities.' 

"There may be a difference of opinion as to what natural objects may be justly con- 
sidered as being within the meaning of this provision of the law, but there can be no 
doubt about the dujy of the Secreta^ of the Interior if, in his judgment, they are such 
natural curiosities or natural wonders as contemplated by the act. 

" If natural scenic attractions of the grade and charact'Cr of Lake Eleanor and Hetch 
Hetchy Valley are not of the class which the law commands the Secretary to preserve 
and retain in their natural condition, it would seem difficult to find any in the park 
that are, unless it be the Yosemite Valley itself. In the absence of the clearest expres- 
sion to the contrary, it is inconceivable that it was intended by the act of February 15, 
1901, to confer any authority to be exercised for the subversion of those natural con- 
ditions which are essential to the very purposes for which the park was established. 

"Presumably the Yosemite National Park was created such by law because of the 
natural objects, of varying degrees of scenic importance, located within its boundaries, 
inclusive alike of its t>eautiful small lakes, like Eleanor, and it majestic wonders, like 
Hetch Hetchy and Yosemite Valley. It is the aggregation of such natural scenic 
features that makes the Yosemite Park a wonderland which the Congress of the United 
States sought by law to preserve for all coming time as nearly as practicable in the con- 
dition fashioned by the hand of the Creator — a worthy object of national pride and a 
source of healthful pleasure and rest for the thousands of people who may annually 
sojourn there during the heated months. 

"Having in view the ends for which the park was established and the law which 
clearly defines my duty in the premises, I am constrained to deny the application. 
You will so advise the parties interested, furnishing them each a copy of this communi- 
cation. All papers in the case are herewith returned." 

In my annual report to you of the operations of this department for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1903, in discussing the act of February 15, 1901, entitled "An act 
relating to rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other public lands" 
(30 Stat., 790), I stated that: 

"Several applications have been presented under this act for preliminary surveys 
in the park, with a view to the manufacture of electric power for industrial purposes, 
and the construction of reservoirs for the storage of water for domestic and irrigation 
uses. 

"These have been given a careful consideration and refused in all cases where, in my 
judgment, the facts did not warrant a finding as required by the act, 'that the same la 
not incompatible with the public interest,' and also where the proposed enterprise 
necessarily involved the appropriation of private property in the park (the owner or 
owners not having consented thereto), or the violation of the act of October 1, 1890, 
(26 Stat., 650), creating the park, especially the pro-vision that directs the Secretary of 
the Interior 'to make regulations for the retention in their natural condition of all * * * 
natural curiosities or wonders within said reservation.' 

"The provisions of this act, and those of the act under which these applications 
were made, are in no respect repugnant to each other, and I have, therefore, regarded 
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it as obligatory upon the department to deny such applications when the permits 
desired were for a purpose, tiowever meritorious, inconsistent with the former act." 

In my annual report for 1904, I again referred to the matter in the following terms: 

"By act of Congress approved February 15, 1901 (31 Stat. L., 790), the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized and empowered to grant rights of way in the national 
parks and reservations for telephone and telegraph purpo.ses, and for water conduits, 
reservoirs for irrigation, mining or quarrying, manufacturing, or other purposes. No 
applications for privileges in Yosemite National Park under this statute were presented 
during the year. The policy of the department r^;arding cases arising in these parks, 
as stated in my^ latest annual report (p. 157), is to refuse the application in all cases 
where, in my judgment, the facts did not warrant a finding, as reauired by the act, 
'that the same is not incompatible with the public interest,* and also where the pro- 
posed enterprise necessarily involved the appropriation of private property in the 
park (the owner or owners not having consented thereto), or the violation or the act 
of October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 650), creating the park, especially the provision which 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to make regulations 'for tlie retention in their 
natural condition of all * * * natural curiosities or wonders within said reserva- 
tion.' " 

On February 5, 1904, Senate bill 4134 was introduced, granting to the city and 
county of San Francisco, for water-supply purposes, the use of certain lands in a for^ 
est reservation in the State of California, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. The sites described in this bill are substantially the same as those 
sought to be obtained in the Yosemite National Park by the city of San Francisco at 
the hearing hereinbefore mentioned. This bill has never been referred to this depart- 
ment for report, and, so far as I am able to ascertain, no report thereon has been sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

Answering your interrogatories, therefore, in the order in which propounded, I 
have the honor to state: 

First. That in my judgment it would not be proper at this time to grant the city 
of San Francisco the use of l^ke Eleanor as a reservoir site, and all rights of way for 
diversion canals thereto, for the reason, as stated in my decision hereinbefore quoted, 
that such privilege could not be granted without further legislation by Congress; and, 
furtiiermore, that if no such objection were pertinent, the principal dam site at Lake 
Eleanor is on patented lands, and the owners thereof have acquired a property inter- 
est in the waters of the lake, and the portion of the Upper Tuolumne River, which 
crosses their patented lands, and it is doubtful, to say the least, whether any privilege 
granted by tnis department to the city of San Francisco involving the use of those 
patented lands would be elTective. 

Second. As to why it would not be proper to grant to San Francisco the right of 
way for diversion canals from the Tuolumne River below Cherry Creek, when re- 
Guested, it may be stated that this proposition has not heretofore been presented to 
ue department, and I am not prepared at this time to make definite reply thereto. 
As a matter of information, it may be stated that the portion of the Tuolumne River 
to which doubtless your inquiry relates runs through portions of sections 3, 4, 5, and 
6, township 1 south, range 19 east, which were excluded from the Yosemite National 
Park by the act of Congress approved February 7, 1905, and included in the Sierra 
Forest Reserve. A formal application, therefore, for privileges as to the portion of 
the river above described would come up for my consideration, if presented to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in accordance with the regulations prescribed 
July 8, 1901, under the act of February 15, 1901, supra. 

Third. ** Why would it not be proper to hold the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne 
Meadow sites for the joint use oi the Turlock and Modesto irrigation districts, and the 
city of San Francisco and other municipalities in its neighbornood, when it is shown 
that they are required for the use of either or both of the applicants? " 

As to the Hetcn Hetchy Valley, I have heretofore stated tnat, in my judgment, this 

wonder of nature could not be used for reservoir purposes except through further legis- 

' lation by Congress, aside &om the fact that a large part of this valley embraces patented 

lands, and as to any reservation of these as a reservoir site, such reservation would be 

ineffective. 

Regarding the Tuolumne Meadows Reservoir site, I am not able to identify it from 
such description. Indeed, as a matter of fact, it may be stated that neither Hetch 
Hetchy Valley nor Lake Eleanor has been set apart as a reservoir site by this depart- 
ment, and although such action has been recommended by the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, it h&a not received my approval. 

Under existing law, and the condition in the park, I do not see what good end 
would be subserved by specially setting aside reservoir sites on the Government lands 
in l^e Yosemite National Park. All the lands which can be reserved as reservoir 
sites are already reserved for park purposes, and any application for a right of way 
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over the park lands, looking to the utilization of waters from reservoirs to be here- 
after established, would be very carefully scrutinized by the department before any 
final action thereon; so that, as a matter of fact, the interests of the Turlock and Modesto 
irrigation districts are very fully protected at the present time, so far as they are 
dependent upon waters from the rivers in the Yosemite National Park. 

There is hereto appended a copy of the report of the Yosemite Park Commission, 
api>ointcd pursuant to the provisions of the sundry civil act of April 28, 1904, to ex- 
amine into the conditions and situations in the Yosemite National Park, and report 
what portions thereof are not necessary for park purposes, in which will be found a 
map (marked ^'No. 1") showing the existing boundaries of the park and the lands 
excluded therefrom and attached to the Sierra Forest Reserve. There will also be 
found in said report a map (marked "No. 2") in which are shown the patented landfl 
in and around I^ke Eleanor, as well as the Hetch Hetchy Valley, both of which places 
have been suggested as reservations for reservoir sites. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

E. A. Hitchcock, Secretary. 

On March 1 Secretary Metcalf rendered his opinion supporting the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, Hon. E. A. Hitchcock, and 
tnen the matter was allowed to rest until the following fall, when 
the city of San Francisco, having made a further application to the 
Secretary of the Interior, was referred to the Department of Justice. 
The full correspondence I have not here, because the Acting Attorney- 
Greneral, M. D. Purdy, refers in the Deginning, October 28, 1905, 
to the reference to him from the President of a communication from 
Mr. Percy V. Long, attorney for the city of San Francisco, concerning 
the denial of the Secretary of the Interior of the application of the 
city for water rights on Lalce Eleanor and the Tuolumne River within 
the Yosemite National Park, and that communication I have not at 
hand, and it is not quoted herein. 

Acting Attorney-Ueneral Purdy quoted briefly from the act of 
1890 and also from the act of 1901, and his opinion is included in two 
short paragraplis. No; pardon me. His opinion is in one para- 
graph. He quotes from the Secretary of the Interior as follows: 

Having in view the ends for which the park was established and the law which 
clearly defines my duty in the premises, I am constrained to deny the application. 

Now, upon that, this is the extent of the opinion of the Attorney- 
General's office: 

I have carefully considered the language of the act as above quoted and am clearly 
of the opinion that Congress thereby intended to vest in the Secretary a discretionary 
authority to grant or refuse applications of this kind. 

That is a perfectljr safe opinion for the Attornej-General to give, 
but it did not hit this case. He did not discuss this case, and it does 
not appear from this opinion whether his attention had been caUed 
to the facts in this case. 

Mr. Gaines. Will the gentleman read the opinion, or will the chair- 
man have the entire opinion put in the record ? I do not think it is 
fair to Mr. Purdy, who is on tlie federal bench, to have only a part of 
his opinion read. 

Mr. Whitman. As it is very short, I will read it: 

Department of Justice, 

October i8, 1905. 
The President. 

Sir: I ha^e the honor to acknowledge receipt by reference from you, of communi- 
cation from Mr. Percy Y. Long, attorney for the city of San Francisco, concerning the 
denial of the Secretary of the Interior of the application of the city for water rights on 
Lake Eleanor and the Tuolumne River within tne Yosemite National Park. The city 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THK HETCH liETCHY RESERVOIK. 15 

attempts to show that at this place is to be found its only feasible supply of fresh water 
sufficient to meet its present and immediately future necessities for citv purposes. 

The act of Con^-ess of October 1, 1890 (26 Stat., 651), setting apart the lands included 
in the Yosemite National Park, provides, section 2, as follows: 

''Sec. 2. That said reservation shall be under the exclusive control of the Secretary 
of the Interior, whose duty it shall be, as soon as practicable, to make and publish 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary or proper for the care and man- 
agement of the same. 

"Such regulations shall provide for the preservation from injury of all timber, min- 
eral deposits, natural curiosities, or wonders within said reservation and their reten- 
tion in their natiuul condition." 

By an act of February 15, 1901 (31 Stat., 790), providing for rights of way through 
certain parks, it was provided : 

"That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and empowered, under general 
regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use of rights of way through the public 
lands of Yosemite, Sequoia, and General Grant national parks, California, for * * * 
canals » * * and reservoirs for * * * the supplying of water for domestic, 
public, or any beneficial uses." 

It appears that, acting in pursuance of the authority thus conferred upon him, the 
Secretary of the Interior, after careful consideration, including a rehearing granted at 
^e request of the applicant, held as follows: 

Having in view the ends for which the park was established and the law which 
clearly defines my duty in the premises, I am constrained to deny the application. 

I have carefully considered the language of the act as above quoted and am clearly 
of the opinion that Congress thereby intended to vest in the Secretary a discretionary 
authoritv to grant or refuse applications of this kind. 

I would therefore respectfully suggest that, if you desire further consideration or 
different action, the matter may be taken up with the Secretary of the Interior. 

The incloBures of your letter are herewith retunied. 

Very respectfully, M. D. Purdy, 

Acting Attorney-General. 

An you will observe, the quotations above contain stars or asterisks, 
indicating that there were some omissions. I did not mean, of course, 
any reflection on the ability of Mr. Purdy, or his oj)inion, l)ut simply 
intended to point out that on the face of it he had not considered 
the questions which the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor did fully consider. 

Mr. Gaines. Have you read Mr. Long's letter'^ 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir. It is not printed here. I had not been 
able to find it. 

Mr. Gaines. You are simi)lv commenting on Judge Purdv's 
letter? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. I understood you said lie liad not considered all 
the questions involved in this case. 

Mr. Whitman. I simi)ly say that there is nothing to sjiow that 
he had. 

Mr. Hammond. And the language of the decision itself as an ulti- 
mate conclusion is a perfectly fair and ordinary legal conclusion, is 
it not? It simply holds that an officer wdio has discretion exercises it? 

Mr. Whitman. I have no quarrel with that opinion. 

Mr. Gaines. Does not the opinion state in effect that '*I herewith 
inclose you your letter and some other inclosures," clearly showing 
that he had other instruments before him than the statutes? 

Mr. Whitman. It says: **I have the honor to acknowledge receipt 
by reference from you of communication from Mr. Percy V. Long." 

Mr. Gaines. What does he say later on in the letter? 

Mr. Whitman. He says: *'The inclosures of your letter are here- 
with returned." 
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Mr. Gaines. Have you seen the inclosures ? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir. As was suggested by the gentleman across 
the table [Mr. Hammond], I have no quarrel with his opinion. It 
simply says that the Secretary has discretion or authority to refuse 
to grant applications of this kind. 

Mr. Gaines. You do not know what kind it was, because you have 
not before you all the inclosures or papers? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir; I have not, but I further point out that 
whatever Mr. Purdy had before him and whatever he considered, his 
opinion, if it is to be construed as going to the full extent that the city 
would desire to have it construed, is different from that of two other 
members of the Cabinet; so that I say the court stands two to one 
against the city of San Francisco, and 1 say that on the reading of the 
two statutes it seems to me clearly as a proposition of law that the 
two Secretaries were right. I do not pass any opinion as to whether 
the Attorney-General was right or wrong, because I do not know what 
he was considering; but I say that the two Secretaries were right, and 
the Secretary of the Interior had no authority to grant away forever 
these rights. 

Mr. Gaines. Is that opinion based on all the papers that Mr. Purdy 
had before him? 

Mr. Whitman. I can not say, except what appears in his letter. 
But, gentlemen, I say, apart from the opinion, the court is two to one, 
and it is a question after all for this body to determine as to what is 
the meaning of the statutes of the United States, so far as this legis- 
lation which is now before you is applicable. 

Now, the city of San Francisco must get its right to use this place 
for a water reservoir. We have no objection to their using the water 
of the Tuolumne River. We say, the city must get its authority to 
use this place as a reservoir from Congress, and from nobody else. 
Now, Congress made this park, and Congress only can destroy it. In 
the lan^age of the burial service, *' The Lord gave, the Lord lias taken 
away; blessed be the name of the Lord." We shall submit, whatever 
it may be, to the decision of the Congress of the United States : but 
we submit it ought to be the decision of the Congress of the United 
States, made after careful examination and thorough inquiry. 

Now, I do not know how far or to what extent any members of this 
committee have had the privilege of visiting this wonderful region. 
I do not know how far tnere is before this committee independent 
examination made for or by it ; but I do say that if this committee 
would visit that territorv, even for a few hours, the proposition to 
take the Hetch-Hetchy Valley for a reservoir site would oe as dead 
as a doornail. 

Mr. Gaines. Are you familiar with the Iletch Hetchy Valley ? 

Mr. Whitman. I am, sir; I spent a month in that territoiy. 

Mr. Gaines. Did it take you a month to get there, or a month to 
go in and around there? 

Mr. Whitman. I went from the Yosemite Valley to the headwaters 
of the Tuolumne River and spent in that journey some ten days or 
two weeks. Then we traveled along through the forest to his Hog 
Ranch, which was referred to with so much interest in the last hearing, 
and on to the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and spent several days there and 
made an investigation of tne surrounding territory. 

Mr. Gaines. How far did you go into it? 
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Mr. Whitman. We camped right in the basin of it. It is half a 
mile wide and 5 niiles long. 

Mr. Gaines. You mean in the whole length of the valley? 

Mr. Whitman. We camped at about the middle, and walked both 
ways. 

Mr. Gaines. How long did it take you to get to the middle? 

The Chairman. There is a trail, is there not, running up through 
the valley? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. It is a perfectly level trail, and various 
trails run to the outside from there. We went to Lake Eleanor 

Mr. Ferris. What is the condition of that Lake Hetch-IIetchy 
floor, with reference to the timber and underbrush and grass and 
beauty or lack of beauty? I have never been there, and I am anxious, 
as a member of the committee, to know. 

Mr. Whitman. That whole country is largely uninhabitable, 
because it is composed of very hiji:h mountains of smooth granite. 
There is very little soil upon it. In some parts of the valley there 
are trees. In this particular Hetch Hetchy Valley there is a floor as 
level as this table or as the floor of this room. It has a very deep 
and rich soil. The grasses grow very luxuriantly. At the time I 
was there, at the end of July, they were more than waist high, and I 
am told they grow much higher than that later in the season; and 
there are very old and beautiful trees in the valle}^ — some very old 
hardwood trees, oak, and some beautiful pines. 

Mr. Ferris. Has it been beautified^ 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir; it is in its natural condition. I see that 
in the hearings that have heretofore been had it was spoken of as a 
"cattle ranch. *' I have never seen any cattle there, and I am told 
by other people who have been there that there are no cattle. The 
onl}'' way to get cattle in there would be to take them up there to 
the edge of the precipice and push them over. [Laughter. 

Mr. Gaines. How many people were there? 

Mr. Whitman. About 150 altogether. There were other parties 
there in addition to our party. 

Mr. Gaines. How many were there? 

Mr. Whitman. I think I saw two other camping parties. 

Mr. Gaines. How manv times have vou visited the Hetch Hetchv 
Vallev? 

Mr. Whitman. Twice. 

Mr. Gaines. Are you going back? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes; if I can, and if I get out to that country. 

Mr. Gaines. You just went out to have a good time? You are a 
busy lawyer and wanted to cool out your brain? [Tjaughter.] 

Mr. Whitman. I do not know about cooling out the brain. I am 
a lawyer, though. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Craig. Assuming that the city of San Francisco needs the 
water from the Tuolumne River, and you do not object to the use 
use of that water, at what point do you sue:gest that they should 
have this reservoir other than in the Iletch Iletchy Valley? 

Mr. Whitman. That is a question I am coming to, and I am very 
^lad now to answer it. I am not an engineer, and I am not suflfi- 
ciently acquainted with that vast territory of one hundred and forty- 
odd miles oetween San Francisco and Hetch Hetchy to say where the 
reservoir might be located. I say it may be that you could put 
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storage reservoirs in another place. The advantage of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley from the standpoint of the })eople of San Francisco is 
that it is a very cheap place for the reservoir. 

Mr. Craig. And that is important for us to know, whether this is 
the only place or not. 

Mr. Whitman. I do think it is important for this committee to 
know, to have the information, but I have not got it. 

The Chaikmax. The volume that has been referred to here once or 
twice, the ''Reports of the Water Supplies of San Francisco,'' contains 
reference^ as I understand it, to various suggested sources? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes; they have some 14 sources of supply which 
tire considered. I do not say nuich alxmt their going; somewhere else. 
That does not particularly interest me, although it is to be said that 
that whole range of the Sierra Mountains is cut with many other 
streams rusliing down with perfectly pure water, and there must be 
many sources where the city of San Francisco could get perfectly 
pure water. They say, as to this, that it is very pure water, which 
is true, and that it is a very cheap place to get it, which is also true; 
so that the real proposition here is whether the city of San Francisco 
can so far appeal to Congress to save money for itself that it can 
take this particular spot for a reservoir instead of spending money 
for a reservoir somewhere else. This report refers to two other 
storage reservoirs which they propose to build, but the advantage 
here is that there are walls from 1,500 to 2,500 feet high, practically 
vertical walls, forming a narrow mouth to the vallev 

Mr. Gaines. You say this is a cheaper place. Why is it cheaper? 

Mr. Whitman. Because you have the vertical walls, with a very 
narrow mouth, 85 feet wide, and at a small expense you could dam 
that 85-foot mouth. 

Mr. Gaines. Would you call $43,000,000 a cheap resei'\'oir? 

Mr. Whitman. I should not. 

Mr. Gaines. That is the estimate for building a reservoir. 

Several Voices. Oh, no! No! 

Mr. Ckaig. Starting out, Mr. Whitman, with the original proposi- 
tion that the city of San Francisco needs this water from the Tuolumne 
River, are you prepared to say that there is anv other place where 
they^ can store this water as well, or at all, other than the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley'^ That is the question I w^ant to get answered, which 
is a veiy serious question in niy mind. 

Mr. Whitman. Certainly. That is an engineering question which 
I say I have not had the opportunity to consider, and which I am not 
aware, from this book, tnat anybody has attempted to consider. 
Only I do say that in 140 mUes there must be plenty of places that 
can be used as sites for the construction of a storage reservoir, where 
you can store a great deal of water. Now, the cost of this Hetch 
Hetchy dam, as appears from page 70, is $1,028,700. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Does it give the cost there of the Lake 
Eleanor improvement ? 

Mr. Whitman. I tliink it does. The estimated cost of the Lake 
Eleanor reservoir is stated at $1,815,000. 

Mr. Smith, of CaUfomia. That statement is from what document ? 

Mr. Whitman. This is the volume issued by the city of San Fran- 
-cisco, and entitled ^'Reports on the Water Supplies of San Francisco." 

Now, gentlemen, it is very much as if the city of Buffalo should 
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come to you and sav, '^Let us dam the Niagara River, the gorge of 
the Niagara River, because it is the cheapest place for us to get our 
water supply." Or just the same as if some people in Kentucky or 
Tennessee would come and say, '*Let us use the Mammoth Cave as a 
reservoir, because it is a very cheap place. All you would have to 
do would be to put water in it and store it." Still, if Congress thinks, 
after such examination as has just been made, that this ought to be 
done, I think the country would have to submit. 

The Chairman. Is it your opinion and that of those who hold the 
same opinion with you tnat the construction of this reservoir will not 
only destroy the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a camping place and resort, 
but that it will also largely limit the use of the upper portion of the 
Tuolumne River and the upper valley of the river? 

Mr. Whitman. Let me just go back one moment and say that if 
the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor has author- 
ity under this statute to close this valley, he has just as much author- 
ity to close the Yosemite Valley itself. 

Mr. Hamilton. You mean the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. 

Mr. Hammond. Do you question the right of the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant a tem{)orary license or permit the use of the Hetch 
Het<5hy Valley for a storage reservoir for a water supply? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes; and I base that opinion on the opinions that 
have been rendered to the President to that effect. 

Mr. Hammond. Does not the February statute specifically state 
that he may grant a reservoir privilege in any of the national parks? 

Mr. Whitman. With the ])ermission of the committee, I will state 
that it does, subject to the other provisions of that statute, and sub- 
ject to the original statute of 1890, which provided that the Secretary 
should take ste])s to preserve the natural scenic wonders and curi- 
osities in their original condition. 

Mr. Hammond. Yes: but how can you preserve the bottoms and 
table-land in this valley and at the same time use it as a reservoir? 

Mr. Whitman. You can not. 

Mr. Hammond. The word ^'reservoir" is used in that statute? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes; it is used in connection with irrigation 
propositions, and timber propositions, and mining propositions, 
and domestic uses, but all subject to the final pr.)viso of a revoca- 
tion at any time. 

Mr. Hammond. That is what my question was directed to. 

The Chairman. Y'^our contention is, as I understand it, that the 
legislation authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant certain 
permits is limited or should be interpreted by reference to the origi- 
nal legislation establishing the park? 

Mr. Whitman. Exactly. 

Mr. Volstead. And that the later acts did not repeal it, but that 
they must all be construed together? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He refers to several acts establishing the park and 
the duties of the Secretary under that statute. 

Mr. Volstead. If the two were considered under the same statute 
it would be held, I suppose, that the previous one was not repealed. 

Mr. ElAhn. Mr. Whitman, did I understand you to say that when 
you went into the Hetch Hetchy Valley you did so from below, 
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and in coming back you came through tlie gorge in tlie Tuolumne 
beyond the Hetcli Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. Whitman. I was not vigorous enough to get througli that gorge. 
The gentlemen who did get through had pieces of canvas riveted with 
copper rivets to the seats of their trousers. I came through by way 
of Hog branch. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Gaines. Have any of the men wjio had their pants fixed in 
that way come along to testify in this matter? 

Mr. Whitman. TJiere were some here before the subcommittee 
the other dav. 

Mr. Kaiin. In other words, the waters beyond the Hetch Hetchy 
are so inaccessible at the present time, are they not, that it is practi- 
cally impossible for any man to get tliere^ 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. 

The Chairman. But that is not true of the Tuolumne meadows? 

Mr. Whitman. No. The question is, Would the use of this reser- 
voir destroy the use of the other portions of this park? I put it to 
you, gentlemen, as practical men and assuming you were citizens of 
San Francisco. What would you say if 23 miles above this reservoir 
there is a large valley visited, as I visited it, b}'' nearly 200 people and 
50 animals, staying two or three weeks? There was one unfortunate 
occurrence there, as I remember, of a young fellow being carried out 
ill of typhoid fever, and he died on mule back on the journey home. 
Now, the (juestion is, are things of that kind to be allowed to go on 
in connection with the supply of water for a large city? There is a 
fair road in there now, the Tioga road, which was built at a large 
expense by a private company, but the bridge has been broken down. 
At a comparatively small expense that place could be opened to the 
public. The Californians have a peculiar view of these tilings. You 
will see in the Yosemite Valley families who have put into a wagon, 
hitched to a couple of horses, the things that they will need for two 
or three weeks, and they go into the valley and camp there for weeks 
to escape from the heat, and those valleys are destined more and 
more to be used by the people of the hot plains below. They go up 
into the Tuolumne meadows, with a perfectly clear sky, and stay there 
in that invigorating climate and camp there. 

Mr. Gaines. Suppose the lake is 5 miles long and half a mile across. 
Don't you think it would add somewhat to the beauty of that place 
out there, where there is very little water, to have a lake of that 
kind to fish in, and birds flying over it? 

Mr. WhitMxVN. No, sir. 1 think you are in error about saying 
there is very little water. 

Mr. Gaixes. I mean water impounded. Do you think such a lake 
would detract from the beauty of that country? 

Mr. Whitman. I do, because that coimtry is already full of lakes 
and full of fish. It will destroy these wonderful trees. 

Mr. Gaines. What wonderfid trees? 

Mr. Whitman. Wonderful old oak trees, on the floor of that 
valley, several hundred years old, 

Mr. Gaines. Of what size are they? 

Mr. Whitman. Mr. Sampson has been there more than I have, and 
no doubt he could tell you more particularly; but I should say there 
are several hundred old oaks ana hard woods measuring 2 or 3 feet 
n diameter; very fine oak trees. 
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But this is the virtue of that valley: It is not only a dry country, 
but a barren country. There are bare ledges of granite, and the 
camping places are few and far between ; and when you say there are 
500 acres of park that does not mean that there are 500 acres that 
can be camped on. Tliero are comparatively few spots where you 
<5an get food for your horses. This Hetch Hetchy Valley is the 
center of a large barren and inaccessible territory. 

Mr. Kahn. Sir. Whitman, do you know, or don't you know, that 
these trees that you have just described are on the property that is 
owned in that valley by the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. Whitman. I understand that the city has bought options on 
that land, but they can not cut those trees. 

Mr. Smith, of California. They would have no object in cutting 
them if thev did not use that for a reservoir. 

Mr. Whitman. If Congress gives them the right, they can, of course, 
cut them if thev please. 

Mr. Kahn. Why can they not cut them? 

Mr. Whitman. I thought the regulaitions of the park prevented 
that. I may be ^vrong. 

Mr. Kahn. Not on private property. There is no regulation pre- 
venting a private owner from cutting trees on his own property. 

Mr. Ferris. Do they have a fee-simple title to that property in 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. Kahn. Yes. 

Mr. FERjtis. What do they want from us, then ? 

Mr. Kahn. They own more than half of it now, and they want an 
additional part which they do not now own. 

Mr. Parsons. If they cut them, how would you get them out? 

Mr. Kahn. They have no object in cutting them. 

Mr. Parsons. It seems they would have no object in getting them' 
out unless they get additional rights from the Government. 

Mr. Kahn. I know, but there is nothing in the law that would 
prevent their cutting them, but they could get them out if they 
desired. 

Mr. Whitman. Considerable land in the national parks is now 
owned by private parties. In the Tuolumne meadows considerable 
land is owned bj private parties. 

The Chairman. How large are the Tuolumne meadows? 

Mr. Whitman. They vary from a half a mile or less than a mile 
wide to 15 miles long. 

The Chairman. Are they practically level? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. 

The Chairman. Is that characteristic of most of the valleys in tluut 
reeion? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir; it is not. Most of the valleys are simpiy 
scooped out of the bare rock, bare of trees. 

Mr. Gaines. How far did you go to each aide from the place where 

fou camped, through this valley? You went down from the trail, as 
imderstood a while ago. 

Mr. Whitman. It w^as so narrow that when I lay on my back at the 
aide of the stream at nights, as we did, I could see two towering 
eolumnfi, one on either side. It is not^ over a half a mile wide, with the 
river betwABn. 

Mr. Gaines. How far did you go within that half a mile ? 
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Mr. Whitman. I went to the 0pen fields, and- 



The CHAmMAN. There is no difficulty in traveling the bottom of 
the valley? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. How about the sides of the valley? Are they pene- 
trable or impenetrable? 

Mr. Whitman. If I were a fly I could climb them, but not other- 
wise. [Laughter.] There are perfectly precipitous sides coming 
down. 

Mr. Gaines. The women did not cUmb those lulls, did they? 

Mr. Whitman. Nobody cUmb them. We went out only through 
the trails, and when it was suggested that the city or somebody can 
build a beautiful road around this new lake it occurred to me that 
you might as well try to build a road around the second story of this 
building. It would have to be excavated out of the original solid 
rock 15 feet above that. You could not build anv road there. 

The Chairman. Is it not true that above the surface of what 
would be the reservoir the surrounding liills slope sufficiently that 
a road could be built? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The cliflfs are quite perpendicular, are thej'? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes, sir. Let me read a few words from this 
report of the city of San Francisco : 

At the lower end of Hetch Hetchy Valley is a granite gorge having a mean width at 
the surface of the low water of about 65 feet, the sides of which rise precipitously for 80O 
or more feet. The valley is about 5 J miles long and over one-half mile in width; 
its walls are so steep as to be practically impassable except at three points occupied 
by steep, rough trails. 

The Chairman. How higli did you say? 

Mr. Whitman. Eight hundred feet. I suppose tluit extract repre- 
sents the facts. 

The Chaikman. You went into the vallev from (lie lower end? 

Mr. Whitman. T went into the vallev from the lower end; ves. 

The Chairman. By the trail that comes down into the valley 
below? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. It is a very steep, rouj^jh trail in many places 
to climb down. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you know anything about the hardsliips which 
the city of San Francisco hjis had to undergo in its efforts to get 
water? 

Mr. Whitman. I understand they have had difficulties, and that 
is a matter I do not propose to discuss, because, as I say, we have 
no objection to their using the water of this river. 

Mr. Gaines. You do not know anything about the necessity which 
the people of San Francisco are under with reference to obtaining 
water? 

Mr. Whitman. I know something about it, but that is outside of 
my view. 

Mr. Gaines. Have you examined that situation out there? 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Your visit was purely one of a social character, and 
you do not know what hardships they undergo oi have undergone? 

Mr. Whitman. No. But I do not think this question should be 
complicated with the difficulties that the city of San Francisco is 
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under, unless the (question is that they are so pcx.r that they can not 
afford the expense if buildmg reservoirs elsewhere. It must not be 
forgotten that this is a cheap spi t, and that is the reason why it is 
selected. 

Mr. Hayes. Mr. Wliitnian, I wanted to ask if this journey that you 
took to the Hetch Iletchv Vallev was the same jairnev in which 
Professor Le Conte died^ 

Mr. Whitman. No, sir; he died s me vears before. 

Mr. Hayes. I want to ask what dispositinn is made < f the excre- 
ment and the refuse matter. 

Mr. Whitman. We bathed in the streams. Tin cans were at a 
premium. The excrement was left around in holes. 

Mr. Hayes. C'overed up? 

Mr. Whitman. I think it was generally covered up. 

Mr. Hayes. Do a^ou know as a matter ( f fact how manv m; nths 
in a year the thermometer gets beh^w 32*^ there^ 

Mr. W^HiTMAN. I suppose it is a place to be used in the summer 
months, largely. You must remember that the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley is lower, I think, than the Yosemite Valley, 3,000 feet above 
the sea. That is a pretty warm place. 

Mr. Hayes. You would not deny that in most of the months in the 
year, every year, it would be 32°, with the mountains as high 
up as that, and the snow surrounding them practically all the year? 

Mr. Whitman. One night I slept at an elovati(m of 10,500 feet 
above the sea, and there was a slight scum of ice on tlio water next 
morning. 

Mr. Hayes. That was in the month of July? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. 

Mr. Hayes. You are perhaps familiar enough with sanitary mat- 
ters to answer this question: Under these conditions, with the excre- 
mient and refuse matter covered and the thermometer at 32°, would 
not that condition destroy all germs that there might be, which 
otherwise might pollute the water? 

Mr. Whitman. I will leave that to the committee, that 200 people, 
with 30 or 40 horses — I do not know whether the hoi'sos covered any- 
thing, and that was only one party 

The Chairman. The committee would be very glad to hear from 
you further, but there are a mmiber of other gentlemen here who 
ciesire to speak. 

Mr. Parsons. Mr. Whitman, here is a map of the park. I wish 
you would explain just what your trip was, and the places where 
your party camped. 

Mr. Whitman. We came into the Yosemite Valley and went 
through it from outside. 

Mr. Parsons. From tlie west? 

Mr. Whitman. Yt^s. That is north [indicating]. We tlien left by 
the Yosemite Falls— the creek there- and went across to this road 
[indicating]. 

Mr. Parsons. That is the Tioga road^ 

Mr. W^hitman. Yes. It was built to the supposed mine here 
[indicating] by people who afterwards found there was no mine. We 
camped at the Porcupine Flats. 

Mr. Parsons. How far is that? 



24 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

Mr. Whitman. That is 7 or 8 miles. Then the next night we 
camped at Lake Tenai. Then 1 crossed over this divide about here 
{indicating] and came down to these meadows. 

Mr. Parsons. Tuolumne Meadows, the ^Silver Spring? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. 

Mr. Parsons. What kind of a place was it? 

Mr. Whitman. A place as level as this floor. 

Mr. Parsons. How close to the river? 

Mr. Whitman. About a quarter of a mile. Then we spent several 
days camping up through here — through these mountains [indicating]. 

Mr. Parsons. That is going east from there? 

Mr. AVhitman. Yes. One party went through this pass down here 
[indicating]. 

Mr. Parsons. All the time ascending the headwaters of the 
Tuolumne ? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Parsons. Tliis is one of the tributaries of the Tuolumne? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. Then we also went down here to Connor's 
Creek. This gorge begins here and extends down to about there 
[indicating]. 

Mr. Parsons. Did you camp liere? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. This canyon is almost impassable, so that 
most of the party went back by the road. Then we came down here 
to Hog Ranch, where the road ends and there is a trail of 5 or 6 
nwles where vou drop down to the Hetch Hetchv Vallev. 

Mr. Parsons. Did you go tlirough the canyon? 

Mr. Whitman. A dozen or 15 of our party did go there. 

Mr. Parsons. They could not take any horses through? 

Mr. Whitman. No. At a slight expense you could build a road 
through there, by a little blasting. 

Mr. Parsons. Would it be as expensive to build a road fj om the 
canyon as to build a road down the side of the Hetch Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. W^HiTMAN. No, sir. Here [indicating] you are simply following 
down the stream. Then we followed this creek over 

Mr. Parsons. Did you camp on the Hetch Hetchv Valley? 

Mr. Whitman. Yes. There is a beautiful waterfall here [indicating]. 
Then we went up to Lake Eleanor and camped, and then we followed 
down to Cherry Creek, and got railroad connection. 

Mr. Parsons. In what places could some one wishing to visit the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley camp, if this vallev was made a lake? 

Mr. Whitman. Nowhere, unless they brought their hay with them 
for their horses. If that valley were made a lake it w^ould a})solutely 
destroy the possibility of visiting there. 

Mr. Parsons. Then could you not at least visit the (Jrand Canyon, 
imless vou carried vour hav ? 

Mr. Whitman. There are little places down there in which you 
could iind feed for a few horses. 

I simply want to say, in conclusion, jjjentlemen, if the committee 
please, that this seems to me of so mucli importance to the country 
that this committee should not recommend this resolution — which in 
its terms practically confirms something which did not exist, and 
therefore grants something — without further investigation by the new 
Congress. 1 here is a new administration coming in, and it niiiy take 
a diiFerent view of the matter from the present achninist ration, and I 
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therefore reconunend that this matter be postponed until a fresh 
investigation can be made. 

Mr. Gaixes. Do you know whether or not President Roosevelt 
has been in that countrv? 

Mr. Whitman. I think not. If lie had been, he would not have 
taken the stand he has taken in that. 

Mr. Gaines. If a man of his activity can not ^et through there, 
how can President Taft ever expect to get through it'^ [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kahn. Have you done much camping in California, Mr. 
Whitman ? 

Mr. Whitman. Onlv that one vear. 

Mr. Kahn. Don't you think that there are hundreds of spots in the 
Sierras that afford camping places? 

Mr. Whitman. I do not know anything about the high Sierras in 
general, but as to this park, the camping places are very few, and 
when you cut out the Iletch Hetchy Valley you cut out the central 
ijamping place for a good many square miles and prevent visits to it. 

Mr. Gaines. It might be well to develop the Yosemite first, and 
then the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

The Chairman. I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that it is now five minutes to 12. I understand the House will 
take up pension matters this morning. In view of that fact, I desire to 
know if the committee wishes to continue to sit and conclude the 
hearing at this time. The Secretary" of the Interior very kindly 
came here at my invitation this morning. Very busy man tnat he is, 
I regret very much that we have kept him here so long without an 
opportunity to be heard. If there is no objection, then, the com- 
mittee will go on with the hearing, and as the Secretary of the Interior 
has some other matters to attend to, I expect we had better hear him 
at this time. 

Mr. Hayes. If I may be j)erinitted, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman one question: W[\o induced him or asked him to 
come here? What particular man? 

Mr. Whitman. The club. There was a vote of the club, when about 
400 persons were present. 

Mr. Hayes. When was it held? 

Mr. Whitman. Thursday evening. 

The Chairman. I will say to the gentleman from CaUfornia, along 
the line of his inquiry, that the chairman and members of the com- 
mittee have received manv communications in the form of letters and 
telegrams from the Appalachian Club and various civic associations 
and forestry associations, both East and West, in opposition to what 
they assume to be the intended legislation. Among others, is a tele- 
gram this morning from J. Horace McFarland, president of the 
American Civic Association, to the chairman, and it is in line with 
a great many others received. He says: 

[Telegram.] 

Philadelphia, Pa., January 9^ 190U. 
Hon. Fraxk W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

lionise of Representatives, Washington. 

Beiog unable to attend hearing to-day I respectfully urjije consideration of my 
letter «mnuary 7 in hope that your committee vnW safeguard interests of the people 
by refiwing San Francisco's unwarranted rlemand for half Yosemite National Park. 

J. Hr)RACE McFarland, 
President American Civic Association. 
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Mr. Gaines. Have 3*011 received one from the mayor of San Fran- 
cisco in favor of it ? 

The Chairman. Yes. We have had teleijrams on both sides. 

Mr. Kaiin. I would like to present for the record, Mr. Chairman, 
a teleg^ram received from the Commonwealth Club of San Francisco, 
asking favorable action. 

The Chairman. All of these letters and telegrams, both for and 
against, should in my opinion go into the hearing. Many have been 
received both for anc{ against the proposition. 

Mr. Reynolds. I have received one this morning from John Muir. 

Mr. Gaines. Who is John Muir? 

The Chairman. John Muir is a great naturalist and geologist 
and a friend of the President. He is the man after whom the Muir 
Glacier in Alaska was named. 

Mr. Gaines. Where does he live? 

Mr. Kahn. In a little place near San Francisco Martinez. 

Mr. Gaines. What is his business? 

Mr. Kahn. He is a geologist and scientist. 

The Chairman. A naturalist and explorer. 

Now% Mr. Secretary, we regret keeping you. 

STATEMEITT OF HON. JAMES RUDOLPH GARFIELD, SECRETARY 

OF THE INTERIOR. 

Secretarv Garfield. In addition to what I stated to the commit- 
tee in the previous hearing, I will add some points that have come to 
mind since liearing the discussion here this morning. And, first, as 
to the present law. I think the members of this committee will not 
determine the law on the mere proposition that two men or three men 
have been on one side or three men or five men have been on the 
other side on a le^j^il proposition. 

The (piestion is a very simple one, and one as to the interpretation of 
which, without doubt, vou will find attornevs difl'er. Just whv that 
should be so with regard to an act of Congress I am at a loss to under- 
stand. [Laughter.] At any rate, we had objections in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. In connection with this (juestion of taking up 
for review the application of the city of San Francisco as to the right 
to use the Iletch lletchv Valley and Lake Eleanor sites for a reservoir 
system in connection with the city's water supply, as Mr. ^Vliitman 
has stated, there are two acts to be considered, the first one referring 
specifically to the Yosemite Park, and the second one of a general 
nature, passed by Congress on February lo, 1905, which had for its 
purpose the control and the use of the national parks in such manner 
as to give certain rights to the public for the use of the water supply 
that might be in these parks. And I wish to call the attention 01 the 
committee particularly to the wording of this act of February 15, 1901, 
and at the risk of being possibly tedious I will read the entire act, 
because it gives us an idea of what was intended by Congress. [Reads:] 

Be it. enacted hjf the Senate and House 0/ Representatives of Uie United Slaves of America 
in Congress assembled. That the S(.H:refary of the Interior be, and hereby in. authorized 
and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use of 
rights or way through the public lands, forest, and other reservations of the United 
States, and the Yosemite, Sequoia, and General (trant national parks, California, for 
electrical plants, poles, and lines for the generation and distribution of electrical power, 
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and for telephone and telegraph purpoHes, and for canals, ditches, pipes, and pipe lines, 
flumes, tunnels, or other water conduits, and for water plants, damsj and reservoirs 
used to promote irrigation or mining or quarrying, or the manufacturing or cutting of 
timber or lumbor, or the supplying of water for domestic, public, or any other benefi- 
cial uses to the extent of the ground occupied by such canals, ditches, flumt^-^, tunnels, 
reservoirs, or other water conduits or w&tvr plants, or electrical or other works per- 
mitted hereunder, and not to exceed fifty feet on each side of the marginal limits thereof » 
or not to extend fifty feet on each side of the cen ter line of nuch pipes and pipe lines, elec- 
trical, telegraph, andtelephone lines and poles, by any citizen, association, or corporation 
of the United States, where it is intended by such to exercise the use permitted nereun- 
der or any one or more of the purposes herein named: Provided, That such permits shall 
be allowed within or through any of said ])arks or any forest, military, Indian, or other 
reservation only upon the approval of the <'hief officer of the department under whose 
supervision such park or reservation falls, and upon a finding by him that the same is 
not incompatible with the public interest: Provided further, That all permits given 
hereunder for telegraph and telephone purposes shall be 8ubje< t to the provision of 
title sixty-five of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and amendments thereto, 
reflating rights of way for telegraph companies over the public domain: And pro- 
vided further, That any permission given by the Secretary of tne Interior under the pro- 
visions of this act may be re\ oked by him or his successor, in his discretion, and snail 
not be held to confer any right, or ea^^ement, or interest in, to, or over any public landj 
reservation, or park. 

Now under those two laws — the one that Mr. Whitman referred 
to first and this one — application was originally made to the Seo 
retary of the Interior. The Secretary did deny the application on 
two grounds: First, he evidently did not think it advisable, and 
second, he held that h'3 required further legislation from (\^ngress; 
that he thought he did not have authority to grant the pennit 
requested by the city of San P>ancisco. 

In that opinion he was sustained by the Secretjuy of Commerce 
and Labor. The matt3r then rested. Thereafter, upon a reappli- 
cation, the Department of Justice rendered the o])inion which has 
been referred to. That opinion has been read, but if all the papers 
which had been filed with the Department of Justice at that time 
were here, the committee would see that the Department of Justice 
had under consideration all the facts that were then before any of 
the departments. When the matter was referred to me 1 toot it 
up entirely as an initial proposition, with the records before me, as 
has been stated. I discussed the matter with the greatest care with 
the* law officers of the Department of the Interior and with the 
Attorney-General, and examined in detail myself the various pro- 
visions of the law, and I reached an absolutely independent con- 
clusion, quite separate and apart from the opinions rendered there- 
tofore, that the authority of the Secretary of the Interior to pass 
upon such a pennit as was requested bv the citv of San Francisco 
was ample, and that the opinion of Mr. rurdy, which has been read, 
was the opinion which I m^'^self reached quite apart from whatever 
reasoning he may have engaged in in reaching his conclusion, and 
the language is stated in the permit which I granted to the city of 
San Francisco. In reaching that conclusion I want to call your 
attention to these facts 

Mr. Volstead. Is it of any consequence to this committee to know 
whether the Secretar}^ had this power or not? We are asked to grant 
whatever is necessarv', and it seems to me we might as well leave that 
discussion out of it. 

Secretary Garfield. The only reason I touched on that was on 
account of the point that has been raised this morning and the ques- 
tions that have been asked by the membere of the committee. 
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I want to call the attention of the coimnittee to this point. If the 
act of Congress which I have just read meant anything it meant that 
Congress at that time determined that that water should be 
available for the public uses set forth in the act, including, as defi- 
nitely as words can express it, the riglit to use for reservoir purposes, 
for dams, for rights of way for water. Congress tlien definitely deter- 
mined that these great parks and reservations, including specifically 
this park, should ne opened to that kind of use in the aiscretion of 
the Secretai-v of the Interior under the conditions of the law. No 
language could be plainer. 

Mr. Parsons. Tnat would include the Yosemite Vallev itself? 

Secretarv Garfield. It does, without doubt. 

Mr. Parsons. I want to call your attention to this language in 
the act, Mr. Secretary: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and empowered, under general r^ula- 
tions to be fixed by him, to permit the use of rights of way. 

In other words, the right which the Secretary of the Interior has, 
as it seems to me, is to be exercised only through general regulations, 
and those regulations, I suppose, would be such regulations as could 
apply to all cases alike. 

Secretary Garfield. Not necessarily, Mr. Parsons, I think. 

Mr. Parsons. I intended really to ask that as a question. 

Secretary Garfield. I answer that that is the general language 
of all the statutes practically that grant to the executive officers 
authority to impose regulations, but to limit it to general regulations 
would really be an idle thing, because it would really me>an, then, 
that for other applications coming up which were not under pro- 
visions of general regidations, those regulations would be changed 
to meet their conditions, and it would be utterly impossible to draft 
general regulations that would be applicable to all the various parks 
and resei-vations under the Federal Government. In other words, 
each application, when it comes, conforms to the general regulations. 
There may be special conditions; special requests nuide, that require 
at the time, because of those special conditions, different considera- 
tions, and there is no limit upon the discretion of the executive officer 
in considering applications of that kind, so long tis they come within 
the general authority granted by the act. 

Mr. Parsons. May i ask what general regulations the department 
has established in connection witli the grants of reservior rights in 
the parks named in the act? 

Secretary Garfield. There are general regulations provided for 
for rights of way, and for water, telegraph, and telephone; a large 
number of those regulations. I do not have them in mind now; 
they are printed, and they can be sent to the committee. 

Mr. Parsons. What are the general regulations in regard to 
reservoir sites? 

Secretary Garfield. I do not know. They are aU covered by 
the regulations that were adopted soon after the passiige of that act, 
and those have been subject to many changes, and they are exceed- 
ingly difficult to administer, when you limit yourself, or attenoipt to 
limit yourself, to a definition that will be applicable to all the various 
conditions in all the parks, and especially in many instances the general 
regulations are found wholly inadequate, and it is necessary to coa- 
sider special conditions with each permit. 
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The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, this contention is made, that 
inasmuch as the Yosemite Valley Park was created by a special 
statute, which sets the park aside as a public reservation, by an act 
which laid upt)n the Secretary certain duties in connection witli it, 
that therefore the right to grant permits provided for in this general 
law, so far as thev relate to that park, was governed and controlled 
and limited b;^ the legislation creating the park. Was that taken 
into consideration? 

Secretary Garfield. It was very carefully considered. 

Mr. Volstead. Is this not a general pr()j)()siti()n of law, that a 
special law is not repealed by the passage of a general law, if the two 
can be construed together? 

Secretary Garfield. That, as a general pro|)()sition, is true. 

Mr. Volstead. If you take that, is there any necessary inconsist- 
ency between tlie two? 

Secretary Garfield. 1 think not. 

Mr. Volstead. Then why would not the special act creating this 
park control as to what kind of reservoirs you might grant? 

Secretary Garfield. I grant you that the two must be considered 
together, and, as I say, Coi^gress has definitely decided, by this act 
of February 15, that it will permit the use of the Yosemite Park for 
purposes not included in or contemplated by the original act. 

iir. Reynolds. Why was that law passed? 

Secretary Garfield. I do not know, but I sup])ose because the 

f public demanded, and properly demanded, the use of this great reserve 
or public purposes. 

Tne Chairman. We must recollect, in this connection, Mr. Secre- 
tary, that the authority to issue permits herein provided for, so far 
as they relate to the j)ublic land, is not nearly as broad as the general 
right-of-way authority and grants over the public lands contained 
in other laws. 

Secretary Garfield. That is quite right. 

The Chairman. So that, so far as the public lands are concerned, 
this law does not grant tlie easement that other rigjit-of-way statutes 
grant, and this includes also certain parks over which the general 
right-of-way acts do not extend. • 

Secret arv Garfield. It does. 

The Chairman. That being true, then, the question is whether in 
granting rights of way within these parks the Secretarj^ can take into 
consideration the fact that the status of the lands within them differs 
widely from that of the general public domain. 

Secretaiy^ Garfield. It does, without doubt, and in further answer 
to your question regarding the two acts 

Mr. Reynolds. Pardon me; before you answer that question let 
me ask you this question : Do you consider that the one act may be 
considered a special act of legislation and the other a general act of 
legislation ? Are not these acts both acts of general legislation ? 

Secretary Garfield. The first act is one having to do specifically 
with the creation of the Yosemite National Park. 

Mr. Reynolds. I understand; but do you understand that an act 
because it may refer to some particular thing thereby becomes what 
we know as a special act of legislation? 

Secretary Garfield. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Hammond. The one act is just as broad as the other; one is 
just as general an act as the other. 
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Secretary Garfield. Without a doubt. 

Mr. Hammond. So that there can be no argument based upon the 
theory that one act is general and one act is special, and that one 
should give way to the other. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. May I ask you a question in connection with that, 
Mr. Hammond 'if Wliat do you mean by a special act? Will you 
define it? If that was not a special act, liow would you make it 
special ? 

Mr. Hammond. I would not make it special. 

Mr. Volstead. There must be such a thing. 

Mr. Hayes. I can suggest something, and that is, as I understand 
it, there is no special act creating the Yosemite National Park. It 
is simply a reservation, a taking out of lands that compose that park, 
for public uses. 

Mr. Volstead. My impression is that that is a special act if there 
ever was one. 

Secretary Garfield. However that may be, granting for the 
moment that it is a special act, Congress still retained power to deal 
with that park as it saw fit. If you gentlemen at any time saw fit 
to abolish that park you could do so. Now, therefore, Congress in 
1901 concluded that it did want to change the use in that park of 
certain resources of the park, and by special mention of the Yosemite 
directed there that withm that area and other areas it could be used 
for the purposes designated within that act. 

Mr. Volstead. Here is the proposition that I imderstand is at the 
bottom of this; you are required by the special act, as I call it, to 
preserve any natural beauties there, natural wonders. You may 
grant rights of way; y^ou may grant provisions for flooding land, and 
still not destroy those things, oecause that is a matter of judgment, 
as to whether you are destroying natural beauties. Now here 13 a 
case where it must necessarily destroy natural beauty. It is a 
question wliether you are not limited by the original act, whether it is 
broad enough to sweep away the original provision that you must 
preserve the natural beauties. I do not care anything about this 
discussion, because wo are not discussing the question whether it is a 
legal power or not. I do not think that has anything to do with the 
question before us, because it seems to me the question before us is 
whether we shall grant it, not whetlier the Secretary has rightly- 
granted it; that is not of any consequence at all. I am satisfied the 
Secretary acted in good faith, acted upon the advice of the law 
officers and upon his own investigation, and I am not going to criti- 
cise him a bit because he does not agree with me. What I am 
anxious to know is, shall we grant it? 

Secretary Garfield. Let me, in further answer to this question 
about the law, say that when you consider the last clause there, the 
definition of public use, it is clear in my mind that Congress recog- 
nized that, for the purposes of this act, and upon finding that the same 
is not incompatible with the public interest that there might be occa- 
sions when the beauties of the park or of the reservation might have 
to give way to the higher public use. In so far as those two things 
could be called incompatible, yes, there might be that repeal, as you 
may call it, of so much of the original act as was not compatible with 
the use Congress directed here. Let us see what you mean by the 
question of public use. Domestic supply is definitely stated; the use 
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of water for domestic supply — that is a pul>lic use. It has been sug- 
gested that in the conclusion reached by the Secretary in regard to 
this matter the public interest would be limited to the special interests 
withhi tlie park itseli'. That I hold lo be untenable. If the act 
means anything it means that upon these great reserves — if there was 
need of the use of the water for domestic purposes on those reserves — 
that the SecretaiT could, under that act, grant such a })ermit so that 
the water could "be stored and then carried awav for domestic use 
outside. 

Mr. Parsons. I would like to call the Secretary's attention to this. 
Ix)oking up the reports of this committee I found the report which I 
think (^als with this very act of Februarj'', 1901. I am having it 
verified now, but the report was made April 12, 1900, at the long 
session, and the bill was passed at the succeeding short session. The 
title is *' Rights of Way Through Parks, Reservations, and Other 
Public Lands." It says, near the end: 

The exigiencies supportiug thi.-* bill are fullv eet forth in the last annual report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, pag(»s 6 and 7, in language as follows. 

Then it goes on to say that the act should be modified. Then there 
is this paragraph: 

The several acts relating to thi.' subject should be l)rought tc^ether and harmonized 
in a new a(*t, the terms of which should be broad and comprehensive enough to afiford 
the widest possible use for all beneficial purposes of the waters on the public lands 
and reservations of the United States, so long as the same is consistent with the preser- 
vation of the public interests and the attainment of the purposes for which the various 
reservatioJis are established. 

Secretary Garfield. I (juite agree with that. Now, what are the 
pubUc interests? And that is the proposition that appeared I efore 
the Interior Department. Wliat are tne public interests to be con- 
sidered in dieting upon this application? Now, for a moment, in 
deahng with that, the public mterests are manifold. There is the 
original purpose for the creation of this park. There is no need of 
our discussing the wonderful beauty of the spot. It is a most won- 
derful place, a most beautiful place; that is one great public inter- 
est to DC considered. The other public interests are these, the irri- 
gation districts below, the further development of irrigation along 
the line of that river. Then the public interests of the city of San 
Francisco and those of adjoining cities nearby in that neighbor- 
hood. Those are the three great public interests that the Secretary 
must consider in acting upon a permit of this sort. They are neces- 
sarily relative, and must oe considered in their relative importance. 
As 1 stated before the committee at my first hearing, my personal 
feeling is with the very highest public interest, and the highest use to 
which the water can be put is tne domestic water supply for a great 
city. Some of these gentlemen are urging the first pubhc interest, 
namely, that of natural beauty, the desire to keep this open as the 
playgrounds and parks for the people for camping. I say that those 
interests ought always to give way to the highest interests of domestic 
use. Of what importance is it, gentlemen, that 100, 200, 3,000, or 
10,000 men who are able to spend their vacations camping should 
Tiave this water supply if it is needed for the hundreds and thousands 
and the millions of men, women, and children who are in the great 
cities in and about San Francisco, who have no opportunity to take 
vacations, who have no opportunity to get out into the country 
Slid enjoy the privileges of camping and seeing these natural beauties? 



\: 



I 

\ 



\ 
I 



32 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

Mr. Parsons. Does that not very directly raise the question 
whether this is the sole source of water supply of San Francisco? 

Secretary Garfield. That I am Coming to, Mr. Parsons. I say, 
considering the public interests, it seems to me that no good citizen 
can for a moment weigh in the balance those two propositions and 
say that keeping this valley for the purpose of campmg, for the pur- 
pose of recreation and pleasure, ought to bear one feather weight with 
the Secretary of the Interior or with Congress in determining what to 
do on a great proposition of this kind, when the lives and the health of 
thousands of people are being considered on the other side. 

As to the second interest to which I referred, namely, that of irri- 
gatidti and reclamation, those interests come next in order, and all of 
those three interests have been considered in dealing with the propo- 
sition whether the public interest should govern and how the pubUc 
interest should govern the action of the Secretary of the Interior in 
dealing with this proposition. We then had facmg us these further 
minor considerations: There was in San Francisco a great conflict of 
opinion as to what source of water supply the citizens wished to go to. 
Tnere were various sierra sources suggested. There was a wide 
divergence of opinion among the most skillful engineers as to where 
that water should be taken from, what source of supply would be the 
cheapest, what source of supply would be the purest for the public. 

In addition to the mere question of engineering opinion, there was 
a very serious conflict between financial interests — those who had 
the existing water supply in San Francisco and in the adjoining 
cities, those who were desiring the city of San Francisco to purchase 
rights that they, as in(Uvi(hials, had already acquired, or had options 
upon in other portions of the Sierras. Tliere was a wide difference 
of opinion between the representatives of these different companies 
as to which system could be put in at the least cost and in the shortest 
possible time. Those questions were urged upon me for my con- 
sideration. I took the view then, and I luive seen no reason to change 
my opinion in that regard, that that was a matter with which the 
Secretary of the Interior could by no possibility deal. It was imprac- 
ticable for him to weigh the relative merits of the various sources of 
supply, each backed up by the opinions of expert engineer. Then 
came rumors of dishonest conduct on the part of one or the other. 
Those were suggested to me. I said: 

Gentlemen, I can not consider anything of that sort. If there is any conflict of that 
kind between various water companiee and their representative? and the people of 
San Francisco it is not a matter tnat the Secretary of the Interior can have anything 
to do with. 

As you gentlemen may know from newspaper reports, there have 
been serious conflicts in court between some of these parties. 

Mr. Gaines. They refer to the various municipal authorities of the 
city of San Francisco. 

Secretary Garfield. No ; the various applicants who were seeking 
to sell to the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. But did they not also refer to the municipal authori- 
ties, some of them ? 

Secretary Garfield. Yes ; I beUeve that did. Then came the Ques- 
tion, on this particular appUcation, as to whether these sites which nave 
been suggested, namely, the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Lake Eleanor 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOTB. 33 

site, were the ones that the city of San Francisco ought to be per- 
mitted to use, if it used the waters of the Tuolumne hiver. On that 
Question I had the advice of the engineers of the city — granted that 
tnat is a partisan statement. On the other hand, I had the advice of 
Mr. Grunsky, who had been with the city, but was with the Reclama- 
tion Service and recognized as one of the ablest engineers in this 
country. I had likewise the information given me by tne engineers of 
the Government in the Reclamation Service who went over in detail 
with the greatest care the application of the city, knowing the topog- 
raphy, knowing the character of the water supply, and the possible 
site^ for reservoirs. 

Mr. Parsons. May I ask whether there is any printed report of 
theirs on the subject. 

Secretary Garfield. There is a printed report of Mr. Grunsky. 
There are no printed reports of the results or examinations of Mr. 
Newell and Mr. Davis, as they came with me to my office and we went 
over the thing in detail. 

Mr. Parsons. ^\'as Mr. Grunsky's report made while he was in the 
employ of San Francisco? 

Secretary Garfield. I think it was. 

Mr. Gaines. You gave everybody a chance to be heard? 

Secretary Garfield. Everybody. 

Mr. Gaines. And after you were there holding the hearing you 
still threw open the case and left it open for everybody to be heard? 

Secretary Garfield. For nearly six months, and everybody sub- 
mitted plans and detailed specifications. 

Mr. <jaine8. And they answered each other^s briefs? 

Secretary Garfield. They answered each other's briefs. It was 
the belief of our engineer at that time that the request of the city for 
the use of the Lake Eleanor and Hetch-Hetchy sites was a reasonable 
request. Taking in view the public interests, knowing my determi- 
nation that in every instance of this kind I should give to San Fran- 
cisco or to any other great city the opportunity to use the waters 
that might be stored in any of the parks, believing that I have the 
authority under this law, it was determined that it was not an im- 
proper request of the city to make to use these two valleys; not only 
that it was not improper, but that it was of the highest importance 
to the city of San Francisco to be allowed to use these two reservoir 
sites if they were to make the highest use of the water of the Tuolomne 
River. I therefore, in view of all those considerations, gave to the 
city of San Francisco the pennit which has been before your com- 
mittee here. That permit is strictly within the terms of the law 
which I have read; it neither grants nor attempts to grant any right 
in addition or beyond the terms of that act. The city understood 
exactly that act and the provisions and limitations that necessarily 
surrounded it. There was then left one question of the transfer of 
any property on the bed of the valley that they did not then 
own or have options upon, and that is the proposition that has come 
before this committee. 

Of course, I do n^t mean bv that to limit this committee to that. 
If the committee takes the view that I was wrong in my law, that I 
had no auth'^rity to grant such a permit as that, it is cf course within 
the power cf Congress to so indicate its disapproval and decline to 
permit any further grant. The proposition here is simply this, that 
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in order to complete the provisions of the permit and to make the 

f)ermit to San Francisco a permit upon which they can expend the 
arge sum cf money that will be required, they have asked tnat these 
specific acres be added to the acres that they now own in the valley. 
The suggestion is made that in granting by Congress the auth rity 
to issue these permits w^e are precluding tne public frcm access to 
the valley. The bill very prcperly adds in its last clause, as it now 
stands, tne provisi n that the r< ads and trails shall be ccnstructed 
to take the place of the trail and the road now acre ss the bed cf the 
valley. That is a matter that, as I have stated, I believe to be cov- 
ered by the permit, because I discussed the matter with the engineers 
of the city, and they have always said, and from the plans they sub- 
mitted it would appear, that around and above the water line there 
was space f jr the construction cf a proper trail. 

Mr. Parsons. May I ask this specifically, in the bed i f the valley 
now is it a trail or is it a road? 

Secretary Garfield. I have not been there personally, s.^ I can 
not say. I understand it is a trail. 

Mr. Parsons. Is it the department's understanding, and in that 
do the engineers c f the city agree, that what should be constructed, 
if the grant is made, shall oe a read? 

Secretary Garfield. I have always so understood that it would 
be a road. 

Mr. Parsons. I would like to know if the engineers of the city so 
understand. As I understood them to say, they only supposed it 
would be a trail. 

Mr. Manson. The understanding at that time was that we 
would construct whatever structures the Secretary of the Interior, in 
his discretion, directed. We laid out a line along the lowest and 
smallest subdivisions allowed by law, and there is a broad shelf, visible 
in all the photographs of the park before the committee, on which you 
can construct readily either a trail or a road; it would make very 
little diiTerence which. To construct a road would be very useless, 
because no wagon can now get within some miles of the place. It is 
all approachable by trails, and at the point of intersection of this pro- 

f)osed road or trail with existing trails it would be extremely difficult 
or any one to ultimately construct a road. It can be done, but I 
see no probability of it being done in the future. The United States 
maps, geological maps, show that the trail approacliing that is for 
about 5 miles a zigzag and winding trail, difficult even for safe-footed 
horses in many places. 

The Chairman. How far above the floor of the valley is this shelf? 

Mr. Manson. It lies between 400 and 500 feet, I should say, and 
far beyond any contemplated level of the water in the lake. 

The Chairman. Is it continuous around the valley^? 

Mr. Manson. Very nearly so on both sides. I have carefully^ and 
critically examined, as far as I could from the flexor of the valley, 
every single foot of it with a view of doing that very thing which the 
Secretary prescribes, as I understand it, in his permit, that we 
would have to do. 

The Chairman. It is your opinion, then, that it would be entirely 
practicable to build a substantial and safe trail around the reservoir? 

Mr. Manson. Absolutely so. The only difficult point would be 
the difficulty in constructing it, and the pliotographs show that. 
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Mr. Parsons. How about a road? 

Mr. Manson. There could be a road constructed. 

Mr. Parsons. And you would construct the road which the Secre- 
tary directed irrespective of its cost, would you ? 

Mr. Manson. I think so, sir. It is a very small affair, would be 
only about 5 or 6 miles of road. 

Mr. Gaines. Here is what Secretary Garfield says on that exact 
point in his letter of May 11, 1908: 

The floor of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, part of which is owned privately and need 
as a cattle ranch, would become a lake bordered by vertical granite walls or fteep 
banks of broken granite. Therefore, when the water is drawn very low it will leave 
few muddy edges expo:-ed. This lake, however, would be practically full during 
the greater part of the touri-t Foa-on in each year, and there would be practically no 
difficulty in making trails and roads for the use of the tourists around the edges of the 
valley above high-water mark. The city of San Franci co, through it« regular author- 
ized representative, ha^, in order to protect the intere^s most directly involved, 
agreed to file with the Secretary of the Interior a stipulation approved by epecific 
re-olution of the board of supervisors and duly executed under the seal of tne city of 
San Francisco. 

Secretary Garfield. There has never been any question as between 
the representatives of the city and myself as to what was intended 
by that, and tlierefore I have not only no objection, but I would like 
to have added in the specific grant that proposition regarding the 
trails or roads. 

Mr. Kahn. In that very connection, the city of San Francisco 
ow^ns certain acres in there that s read right across the land. The 
trails run through that land. If the city of San Francisco to-day 
"were inclined to fence off its holdings, which it would have the right 
to do, would it not shut oif the trails there now which they did not 
want to aUow on their land ? 

The Chairman. The great State of California would scarcely allow 
it to do that, would it? 

Mr. Kahn. It would have a right to do it. 

The Chairman. Is there no authority in California under wliich 
pul lie roads can be declared? 

Mr. Kahn. That is not a pullic road. It goes over private land. 
Unless the city were to give the right absolutely, I do not think that 
you would have any right to go upon it, but there is no dis^^osition 
on the rart of the city to shut it off. I merelv say what could happen 
if the city were inclined to do so. 

Mr. Craio. Do vou not think that can be condemned and the road 
tuilt through there? Do you not have a law in California providing 
for such tilings? I see no reason why you should not. 

Secretary Garfield. I should ho-.e that no such contingency as 
that would arise. 

Mr. Volstead. I want to make a suggestion, that the resolution 
223 does not quite safeguard the interests of the Government in not 

Eroviding that the road or trail shall be inside of the valley. It might 
e around on to]) and you could not see anything. 
Secretary Garfield. There is certainly no objection to making that 
specific. It is what the engineers agreed upon. 1 hey can not adopt 
a plan there for the construction of the clam until the plan is first 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr, Gaines. How about the question of monopoly out there? 
State to the committee about the monopolistic conditions of the 
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waters that you get out there for municipal purposes. Are not the 
water rights controlled by private interests? 

Secretary Garfield. They are, in great measure. 

Mr. Volstead. Let me ask you this question: Did you investigate 
the question of whether the city could obtain water from some other 
source ? 

Secretary Garfield. Without a doubt the city can obtain water 
from half a dozen other sources which are now owned by private 
interests — by the interests which I suggested are trying to sell their 
supply to the city — and those same private interests have seriously 
opposed the Government giving the city the right, because it would 
preclude their selling their interests to the city. 

Mr. Parsons. You said something at the start about the attitude 
of criticism. You do not question but w hat Mr. John Muir and other 
people ^\ ho are opposed to this thing are acting in good faith for 
what they consider the best interests of the public? 

Secretary Garfield. I did not mean to imply that. What I meant 
was this, that a great many gentlemen like Mr. Muir and like Mr. 
McFarland, and those v ho liave ^^ ritten here, I feel very clear take 
the wrong view of public interests. They are so interested in the 
proposition of conserving this as a park and keeping out every other 
use, or every use that is incompatible with retaining the park in its pres- 
ent condition, that thov have failed to understand tne tremendous 
importance of the public interest to which I have referred as the 
domestic use of water. I think it is simply the question of the point 
of view from which we approach this proposition. If we look at 
it from the pomt of view of those gentlemen, then eveiything should 
be made subservient to their single desire to retain the park as it is. 

Mr. Volstead. Are there other reservoirs that might be biiilt by 
the city on public lands ? 

Secretary Garfield. Not that I know of. My engineers advised 
me that this was the most available and that the only site that would 
be worth while for the city to attempt to construct on this watershed 
was this one. There are other watersheds which are, of course, 
considered. 

Mr. Volstead. Do you know any other watersheds where they 
could secure the water? 

Secretary Garfield. Not upon the public domain; only those that 
have been obtained or filed upon by private interests. 

Mr. Gaines. You go into tnat pretty thoroughly in your letter of 
May 11, 1908, and I would be glaci if you will read that, or I will read 
it, so that we can get it in the hearings. 

The Chairman. That is already in the record. 

Mr. Gaines, All right, then. 

Secretary Garfield. I think there is nothing further I desire to 
state to the committee. 

Mr. Ferris. Just one thing. How serious damage will that do to 
the park from the standpoint of those who believe that that park 
should be conserved on account of its natural beauty and on account 
of the interest that the entire citizenship feels in it? 

Secretary Garfield. It w ill change this beautiful meadow with 
these great trees, there is no doubt about that; it will change it from 
a meadow to a lake. That is the onlv change that is made, so far as 
the scenic effect is concerned. It will make this further difference, of 
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course, that there must be, in years to come, greater care exercised, 
so that there may not be any umiecessary pollution of the water. 
As to that, from the information I have 1 think there is but very 
little danger. It is a tremendous watershed. It is very inaccessible 
now^ Even those who go there would be so few in number as to 
practically not interfere with the purity of the water by the time the 
supply reaches San Francisco. 

Mr. A. Sampson. May I say just a word in reference to that? The 
practical working would be that it would exclude the public from 
one-half of the Yosemite National Park. 

Secretary Garfield. I think not. 

Mr. Sampson. There are about 500 square miles in this watershed. 

Secretary Garfield. And the people would still use those 500 
square miles. 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, but they could not camp on the Tuolumne 
River, which is the interesting portion of the park. That is the rea- 
son why the park was created. And tlien another thing has come 
up here, and tliat is in reference to the sanitary conditions as caused 
by the temperature. Hetch Hetchy is rather hot. I was there 
this summer. I spent six weeks in and about Hetch Hetchy, and 
there w^as excessive heat in the valley, so much so that I left it, and 
as for there being frost which would purify the conditions caused 
by camping, that is not the case. There is no frost there in the sum- 
mer. It is only 3,000 feet in elevation. As for being 32° every 
month in the year, that is not the case. It is not only free from 
frost, but it is actually hot, and a^so this summer there were in that 
vallev 8,000 |I)eople, which was an increase of 2,000 over last summer, 
Tvhicfi is more tnan 30 per cent increase. In all likelihood that will 
continue year by year, and the thing is onW just started. There is 
no earthly reason why the Yosemite shoulcl not be surrendered for 
the use or a city just as much as the Hetch Hetchy, which is almost 
equal in beauty and in some respects has charms wiiich the Yosemite 
has not. 

Mr. Kahn. You mean that there were 8,000 people in the Yosemite 
Valley, do you not ? 

Mr. Sampson. In the National Park. 

Mr. Kahn. As a matter of fact, there were less than 300 in the 
Hetch Hetchy VaMey. 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, but it is only the beginning. 

The Chairman. The committee will be very glad to hear from you 
gentlemen, but we feel that we have already detained the Secretary 
a very great length of time, unless he has the time to remain. 

Secretaiy Garfield. I think I have nothing further to say to the 
committee. 

Mr. Gaines. Do yout w^ant to make any changes in the bill or 
strengthen the bill? 

Secretary Garfield. I think not. The only question is whether 
this should be a grant of the land or whether it sliould be a permit 
to use. 

Mr. Reynolds. Is there any pressing need of this legislation at 
this time? 

Secretan" Garfield. I think that Congress should take action on 
it now. The city is in the position where it must know whether it 
has the opportuiiity to use tliis water supply or not. I can not see 
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that any further information could be obtained on the questions 
that have been considered by the committee and bv the department, 
except in so far as personal examination by any of us might give us 
a view of the land itself. 

Mr. Reynolds. Wliat are the oVstacles in the way of getting a 
water supply from other sources to the city of San 1 rancisco ? 

Secretaiy Garfield. That is a matter that the representatives of 
the city could much better answer than I. It is simply a question 
of which of the various sources of supply is the best one for the city 
of San J rancisco to ta':e. Their citizens, by their actions thus far, 
have indicated that they believe that this is the source of supply 
which they desire to use. 

Mr. Reynolds. You have not gone into that question fully, as to 
the ol staclos in the way of getting it, yourself? 

Secretary Garfield. Yes; I know what they are, from the reports 
that have been fded with me, but as to a technical discussion of that 
proposition, I would not, of course, attempt to enter upon it. 

Mr. Gaines. What are those ol stacles? 

Secretary Garfield. In general, the ownership by private indi- 
viduals of various sources or supply which can otherwise be consid- 
ered, and the conflict between tnose private interests as to which 
one could obtain from the city the best price. 

Mr. Parsons. But the city could condemn all those rights, could 
it not? 

Secretary Garfield. Without doubt; the city has the right, under 
California law, to condemn. 

Mr. Reynolds. If those were taken by the city, would they be 
adequate? 

Secretary Garfield. There is a serious question regarding that. 
That is one of the reasons why the city determined that this is the 
one which it washes, because it seems to afford the most adequate 
supply and the purest supply, but on that point you will find a 
diversity of opinion. 

Mr. Craig. What other cities would probably be supplied from 
this source in case a limitation were put upon San Francisco, so that 
they would have to supply other cities if tney so desired ? 

Secretary Garfield. 1 am sorry to say that my geography is not 
clear enough to give you that. Any one of the California members 
could tell you the cities and the surrounding population. I do not 
recall them now. I know one is Oakland. 

Mr. Kahn. Oakland, Alameda, and Berkeley. 

Mr. Hayes. And possibl}'- San Jose. 

Mr. Kaiin. Mr. Secretary, in regard to the language of the resolu- 
tion introduced by Representative Smith, "To issue patents convey- 
ing to said city and county of San Francisco the use of all or such 
Earts of the remaining public land," is it customary for the Interior 
department to grant patents for the use of land ? 

Secretary Garfield. I believe not. Patents run directly with such 
reservation as Cone:ress may impose. 

Mr. Volstead. Propositions to grant reversionary rights have been 
before this committee quite often. 

Mr. Kahn. I think that would cover it, that reversionary rigjht that 
you have, but I do not think the words *'the use of" should be in 
there. 
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Secretary Garfield. That is covered on the next page: 

Shall revert to the Government upon the failure of the said city and county to uee 
or continue to use the land for the purposes specified in the permit. 

Mr. Kahn. That is perfectly agreeable to the city. 
The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, the committee is under great obUga- 
tions to you. 

STATEMENT OF HON. GEOBOE W. WOODRUFF, ASSISTANT 
ATT0RNE7-0ENERAL FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. Woodruff. The idea of a general regulation is this: In order 
that people may apply for these revocable permits provided for by the 
act of Feoruary 15, 1901, it is necessary for them to have some regular 
mode of procedure by wliich they can get before the department and 
pursuant to the requirements that it should be done under general 
regulations. Therefore regulations issued which provide that they 
must file certain dupUcate maps and give certain mformaticn about 
the objects for whicn they intend to use it, who they are, and their 
ability to perform, and you can readily see that those are material 
questions which would enter into general regulations, and I want to 
go on from that to say that necessarily, after once the general regula- 
tions have taken effect, the person of the applicant is before the Secre- 
tary, it is necessary for him to act upon that application which is before 
him under the general regulations. 

The Chairman. Your general regulations, IVIr. Woodruff, are con- 
tained in the circular of regulations concerning rights of way for 
canals, ditches, and reservoirs, which was approved September 28, 
1905, and of which this (holding up a pamphlet) is a copy, and this 
pamphlet contains the general regulations under the act of February 
15, 1901, which is the act under discussion, as well as under other 
right of w^ay acts. 

Mr. Woodruff. Yes; and you ynU. recognize that it would be futile 
to attempt to meet all the diverse Questions which would arise on the 
application after once it had teen iiled under the general regulations. 

Mr. Smith. I want to ask a question right on that point. If an 
applicant comes before the Secretary of the Interior in accordance 
with the general regulations, do you think the statute then gives the 
Secretary of the Interior power to impose special conditions in each 
case, as a condition prececlent or concurrent or subsequent to the en- 
joyment of the permit? 

Mr. Woodruff. The department has held that way from the time 
that it has made regulations and acted upon them, whether it was the 
act of 1875 for eai=emen ts for railroad purposes, or the act of 1891, 
which is for irrigation easements, or this act of 1901, which is merelv 
a revocable permit, and that question seems to have been overlooked, 
for several times Mr. Whitman spoke of it as the Secretary attempt- 
ing to give an easement, which of course the Secretary did not do 
and could not do if he wished to. 

Mr. Parsons. Have there teen any cases affirming the construc- 
tion whirh the department has put upon those various acts, and up- 
holdinjg: the right of the department under those acts to impose special 
conditions? 

Mr. Woodruff. There have been no cases at all. There is one 
suit about to be instituted as a matter of amicable arrangement 
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between the Government and the Cliicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul 
Kailroad, not upon the specific question as to whether the Secretary 
of the Interior can impose special conditions, but upon the question 
as to whether the particular action taken at that time by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior was legal, and 
therefore I do not believe it will settle this point in any way, even 
when the court decides upon it. 

Mr. Smith. Then you do not find any language in the act of 1901 
or in any other act of Congress which specifically clothes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior with authority to impose special conditions 
api licaHe to each case? 

Mr. Woodruff. Not specifically; but the act requires him not to 
grant this pennit if it shall be incompatible with the public interests. 

Mr. Smith. That is not the question which we are trying to come 
at. These other conditions might not have anything to do with the 
welfare of the public. 

-. Mr. Woodruff. All the conditions contained in the permit of May 
11, 1908, have to do with pubUc interest, as defined by the Secretary. 

Mr. Smith. Then you do not find anything in the act; I am ques- 
tioning this for this reason, it has appeared to me that the Secretary 
of the Interior exceeded his agency in imposing the conditions, which 
I think are very valuable and very proper conditions. If he exceeded 
his authority in making that kind of a contract with San Francisco, 
then it should be cured by his principal, which is the Government. 

Mr. Woodruff. It is the city which would have the right to com- 
plain if he did exact from them conditions which he had no authority 
to exact. 

Mr. Smith. They might hereafter say that the agent had no 
authority to make them and therefore they would not be binding. 

Mr. Gaines. Can 3^ou tell the committee what papers Mr. Purdy 
had before him when he rendered his opinion on October 28, 1905? 

Mr. Woodruff. I can tell you from my personal knowledge in a 
general way, but I could not give you the list from memory. 

Mr. Gaines. Have you any record of the papers sent to him? 

Mr. Woodruff. I have not the record, but I helped to make up 
the record which went to him, and the record contained the informa- 
tion concerning the application, all the salient papers connected with 
the application for this very permit to use the lletch Hetchy Valley 
which IS now under consideration. It contained the decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Hitchcock, and the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, Mr. Metcalf. It also contained several memoran- 
dum opinions, pro and con, prepared by officei's of the Department 
of the Interior and of the Forest Seivice. 

Mr. Kahn. Do vou know of a sinj^le instance where the Interior 
Department has issued a patent for the use of land? 

Mr. Woodruff. No; I Know of none. 

Mr. Smith. Let me say there are many instances where the Secre- 
tary has done that. Let me inquire, for that is going to be the bone 
of contention in this matter, what is tliis to San Francisco smy more 
than the use of that land ? 

Mr. Kahn. The proviso at the end of the resolution requires the 
city to reexchange the land in case it does not use it. Is that not a suf- 
ficient guaranty to the Government that it ^\dll be used for that 
purpose? and if it is not, then it shall be reexchanged. 
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Mr. Smith. That is begging the Question. 

Mr. Volstead. Let me suggest this: If we only grant the use^ San 
Francisco can not convey that property to anybod}'- else, but if we 
^ant a fee subject to that condition and it passes into the hands of 
individuals, it would be possible for us to get a forfeiture if we should 
want a forfeiture in the future. 

Mr. Kahn. Yes; but is there not a provision that safeguards the 
Government on that very points San Francisco will have to deed 
it back in case it does not use it for that purpose. 

Mr. Volstead. That is true, but the transfer of the land to some- 
body else will create no equities against us. 

Tne Chairman. Allow tne Chair to suggest that the gentleman 
from San Francisco, having shown his loyalty to the city and the peo- 
ple of San Francisco, the committee will talke notice of his position. 
\Ve thank you, Mr. Kahn, for calling our attention to that matter, 
and I assure you it will have the careful consideration of the committee. 

Mr. Kahn. I only want to add, in that connection, that the city 
of San Francisco is not giving the Government the use of its land; it 
is giving a title in fee simple. 

Sir. Hammond. Just a moment, Mr. Woodruff. I desire to ask you 
concerning those two acts — the one of February, 1901, and the other act 
establishing the national park, the act of 1890. lias there ever been 
any holding in the department that one of these acts should be con- 
sidered a so-called special act and the other a general act, so that one 
in its effect would vield to tlie other? 

Mr. Woodruff. There was a holding practically to that effect by 
Secretary Hitchcock, which has been mentioned here several times. 

Mr. ITammond. If I may ask your opinicm, is there anything about 
those two acts that will indicate that one differs from the other in 
any respect? Is not one act just as much a general act of legislation 
as the other? 

Mr. Woodruff. Wliether they are or not, if you want my opinion 
very briefly, the act of 1901 mentions the Yosemite National Park 
specifically by name, specificallv gives the Secretary, with regard to 
that park, the discretionary authority to pass upon the question as to 
whether a grant of the rights Jiamed in that will or will not be incom- 
patible ^4th the public interest, and specifically gives him authority 
to make that grant as a mere revocable permit, if his decision is that 
it is not incompatible with tlie public interest, and to that extent the 
act of 1901 must modify^ the act of 1890. It does not repeal the act of 
1890 in anv wav, but modifies it to that extent and to that extent 
onlv. leaving the act of 1890 standing in every other respect. 

Mr. Hammond. The point I want to get at is this, can the first act 
be said to be a special act of legislation and the second act a general 
act of legislation? 

Mr. Woodruff. Each act is a special act concerning the Yosemite 
National Park, because if you turn to the act of 1901 you will find 
that the Yosemite National Park is specifically taken up in the act, 
and it is specifically provided in the act what may or may not be 
done. The fact that there are other areas of land mentioned in the 
act of 1901 besides the Yosemite National Park does not possibly 
make it follow that Congress did not mean to specifically provide for 
vrhat the Secretary of the Interior might do; that is, invest him with 
authority as to what he might do concerning the Yosemite National 
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Park. For that reason, if anything, I consider the second act more 
special than the first, because the first act ^s special in so far as it 
specifically and specially creates the Yosemite National Park and 

frovides for it, but it is ojeneral so far as the Yosemite National 
'ark is concerned. The second one is special so far as the Yosemite 
National Park is concerned, and it is general only in an untechnical 
way; that is, that it covers a lot of other land. 

Mr. Volstead. It is general as to all parks? 

Mr. Woodruff. It does not cover all national parks; it specifically 
mentions those it does cover. It leaves Yellowstone and one or two 
others out. 

Mr. Volstead. Your contention is this, is it, that the Secretary 
would have a right to find that pubhc interest would reauire that a 
natural curiositv be destroyed, and that as such he would have the 
right to order the destruction of it, in carrying out this act of 1901 ? 

Mr. Woodruff. Just the same as under the act of 1890. I believe 
that any kind of a permit which he might be able to give under the 
act of 1890 — the act of 1890 invests him with the power to decide 
what is and what is not a natural wonder. They would be graded all 
the way from the most unlovely square foot of land to the most 
beautiful sauare mile; as between one and the other which constitutes 
the natural wonders and beauties of the Yosemite National Park 
must be decided upon by the administration. All is at the correction 
of Congress. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Supposing that he does find that here is a natural 
wonder or a curiosity, has he a right to destroy it? 

Mr. Woodruff. I think he has under the act of 1901, provided it is 
not incompatible with the public interest. The Secretary has 
defined better than I could hope to what he believed to be the mean- 
ing of *^ public interest/' and I thoroughly agree with him, and if we 
look at any of the ri^^ht of way laws we will see it is impossible to 
take only one public mterest. This is not the only right of way law 
that mentions the pubhc interest. 

Mr. Volstead. Would that not amount to this, that you are giving 
the Secretary of the Interior the power to destroy every feature of 
wonder and beauty in that park if he sees fit to? 

Mr. Woodruff. I believe that is correct, but I do not admit that 
there ever will be a Secretary of the Interior who will materially 
destroy one of those beauties or wonders; I will not admit that. 

Mr. Hammond. Might you not say that both of these acts are 
general acts, because they affect all the people of this country, and 
neither one is restricted to any class? Are they not general in 
every sense of the word ? 

Mr. Volstead. So are special pension acts. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Woodruff, allow me to make this one 
suggestion, and see if you and I agree on this proposition. The law 
to which we now refer is a general right of way act applying to all 
the pubhc lands, nil of the reserves, and most of the national parks, 
so that it is very general and very far-reaching in its character. It 
authorizes the granting of revocable permits on all of these lands at 
the discretion of the Secretary, limited only by the provision that 
the grant sluill not be incompatible with the public interest. 

Mr. Woodruff. And giving to the Secretary the power to form 
the judgment as to whether it is or is not. 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 4S 

The Chairman. Now, on the question as to how the status of cer- 
tain lands on which rights of way are desired shall affect the Secre- 
tary in his judgment. I assume that if this ;grant had been asked in a 
valley out on the puolic domain on the desert somewhere, the Secre- 
tary would not have felt it necessary to take into consideration the 
public interest from a scenic standpoint; that is, he would assume 
that the public was not interested, that there was no public interest 
which would be destroved or injured by putting a lake in a desert; 
on the contrary, that the effect would be helpful; but that you must 
necessarily, and I assume did, take into consideration that this right 
of way was asked within a park set aside for a certain public purpose, 
and therefore, in granting the right of way within that park, you 
necessarily took into consideration the purposes for which the park 
was created, and that the judgment of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the purpose was incompatible with the public interest was 
affected, of course, by the status of the land as determined by the 
former legislation creating this park, but that the authority of the 
Secretary, the discretion of the Secretary, to grant the right of way 
was just as full and complete on this reserved land as it was on 
unreserved public domain? 

Mr. Woodruff. Subject alwavs to the peril of condemnation from 
the public in believing that he "had formed a wrong judgment, and 
the more specific correction of Congress, because Congress has pre- 
vented him from doing any permanent damage by providing that 
that shall be a revocable permit. 

Mr. Volstead. Would it not be more reasonable to say that Con- 
gress has determined what is a pubhc interest when it said that he 
should not destroy any natural curiosities or wonders in the park, and 
is it not a fact that this very provision that you refer to bars him from 
in any way taking land that would injure ordestroy a natural curiosity ! 
He must find first that it is not incompatible with public interest. 
Now, it seems to me the public is interested directl}^ in preserving all 
those natural curiosities, and has put a law on the statute books. 

Mr. Woodruff. That is one of the public interests. 

Mr. Volstead. It says he must fincl that it does not destroy any 
public interest. 

The Chairman. Is not the effect of that former legislation that it 
lays upon the Secretary an*additional obligation in the exercise of his 
discretion to determine what is pubhc interest? 

Mr. Volstead. I think the statute has fixed what is a public 
interest. 

Mr. Woodruff. The words *'the use of in the resolution are 
really of more importance, and I will give you the reason why, if the 
city does not object to my giving it. As I understand it, the purpose 
of allowing the exchange is to change a revocable permit into an ease- 
ment. I do not think anybody attempts to dodge that, the city or 
anyone else. If the patent rests upon the revocable permit, some 
Secretary thereafter might come along and, by revoking this permit, 
take out from under the patent that which holds it up, and it would 
thereby fall, even though the city were confined by the conditions 
which Congress will surely impose upon them, whether the Secretary 
does or not; whereas if you leave out those words, those other pro- 
visions which follow after, and which is the usual way of giving an 
easement in a patent, it will avail with equal strength as the words 
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^'the use of," and there Avill be no danger of any description that the 
city will lose its easement. I am sure the danger is there, although 
I do not believe it will affect the rights here. 

Mr. Volstead. Do you mean to say that leaving the resolution as 
it is drawn, except that you take out the words ''the use of/' you 
grant a fee? 

Mr. Woodruff. You mean a qualified fee. 

The Chairman'. We are very much obliged to you, Mr. Woodruff. 

STATEMENT OF MB. A. SAMPSON. OF NEW TOBK. 

The Chairman. I think the committee is ready to hear from Mr- 
Sampson. 

Mr. Sampson. I do not believe the committee wants to hear any 
more talk about this. 

The Chairman. You appear from people who are very much inter- 
ested, and the committee would be very glad to hear you briefly. 

Mr. Sampson. Is ten or fifteen minutes trespassing on the patience 
of the committee? 

The Chairman. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. Sampson. My credentials are, I suppose, a residence of three 
years in California, and a great manv summers spent before that in 
the Sierras and in the mountains, so that I think I may say I became 
familiar with the conditions in the mountains. When the Biological 
Survey wanted an expert for game refuges, they sent me out on that 
work in Calif orina, and I went through the forest reserves of California, 
and I have been with the Sierra Club four vears in their various excur- 
sions, one of which was in this valley; that was four years ago. 

The Chairman. Did you say that you investigated the public 
lands with a view of establishing game refuges? 

Mr. Sampson. Game refuges in the forest reserves. 

The Chairman. Under wliat law? 

Mr. Sampson. I was sent out by the Biological Survey, I may say, 
as a volunteer. I paid my own expenses, except that $600 were 
allowed me. 

The Chairman. Excuse me; I "did not intend to question your 
employment, but I simply inquired undpr what law tne Biological 
Survey proposed to estaofish game refuges. 

Mr. Sampson. The question of the creation of game refuges was 
before Congress, and the Biological Survey wished information upon 
which it could act when the time came, and I volunteered, or rather I 
was requested, to go, paying my own expenses, and I made my report 
to the Biological Survey. This past summer it happened that I spent 
six weeks in this exact region, of course not having any idea that it 
was to be of any particular service in this question at all, simply as a 
student of the forests and tlie mountains. 

Mr. Parsons. Are you here representing the Sierra Club? 

Mr. Sampson. I have been requested by individuals of the Sierra 
Club, not as a corporate body, but constituting a very large majority 
of the Sierra Club, to appear. I was in and about Hetch Hetchy. I 
was in it twice this summer, and was in this watershed for forty-two 
days in the saddle without guide, simply a companion from the 
Tniversity of California, with two horses and two pack mides and a 
good map. 
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The Chairman. Were you in the Iletch Hetchy Valley on both the 
occasions you referred to ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

The Chairman. And in the upper Tuolimme Valley also? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes; a good many times. I was there five times 
this summer, and have been there repeatedly before; and that Tuo- 
lumne Valley is one of the most interesting valleys in America. 
There is a stretch of 16 miles whose equal I have never seen for certain 
features of beauty — very extraordinarv masses of flowers that give a 
hue to a whole meadow, as you pass along — of extraordinary beauty. 

The Chairman. Mr. Sampson, from your knowledge of the region, 
which is the most objectionable, the conversion of the Iletch Hetchy 
into a reservoir, or the efl^ect that such conversion as a source of city 
water supply will have upon the upper reaches of the river? 

Mr. Simpson. It seems to me the latter very much more. No 
intelligent community is going to allow indiscrimmate camping along 
the waters which supply that reservoir. The earth will not be purified 
by frost; that is out of the question, and they can not tolerate the 
presence of campers and the refuse of camps and animals on the river 
immediately* above that reservoir. 

The Chairman. This entire territory, however, is very cold in 
winter and rather snowy ? 

Mr. Sampson. Oh, yes; it is under a tremendous mantle of snow 
in the winter, but in the summer it is very warm indeed. In the 
Hetch Hetchy it was hot one period this summer; both in the Yosemite 
and the Hetch Hetchy it was hot so as to be unpleasant for a period 
of about three weeks, so that when I canie back into the Hetch Hetchy 
I went immediately out of it on account of the heat. I simply cite 
that to show it is not purified by frosts at all. 

Mr. Parsons. How about the ten>perature in the Toulumne mead- 
ows? 

Mr. Sampson. That is 8,500 feet high, and that is a lot colder. 

Mr. Gaines. Do the people not use that water now? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. Do people not come through the Hetch Hetchy? 

Mr. Sampson. They do, but not like they will in a few years. 

Mr. Gaines. If the Government takes the Hetch Hetchy, there 
will be very little for the people to camp on ? 

Mr. Sampson. It will freeze them out; 500 square miles would 
exclude them from half the Yosemite National Park. 

The Chairman. Have you ever made any special study of city 
water supply with a view to informing yourself as to dangers of con- 
tairination? 

Mr. Sampson. No. 

The Chairman. What is your opinion as to the effect of using the 
Tuolumne meadows in the ordinary way by camping parties upon 
the reservoir some 30 n iles below? 

Mr. Sampson. I do not think any intelligent community permits 
that. For instance, take the Croton Aqueduct; people are kept off 
that entire watershed. 

The Chairman. Does the city of New York control the entire 
Croton watershed? 

Mr. Sampson. I do not^dare say that accurately. When the Sierra 
Club was in there several years ago, two dead horses were left there. 
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That is not very interesting. You see, to go over this thing and really- 
state it, there is not time. The Hetch Hetchy is one of five great 
flacisr-formed valleys. There were five of these valleys excavated 
y glacial action. A great volume of ice, from 3,000 to 5,000 feet 
thicK, plowed that out of the live granite some thousands or hundreds of 
thousands of years ago, -whatever the period was. It is just about as 
interesting as the Yosemite Valley ; that is, there are features of extraor- 
dinary interest that are quite equal to those of the Yosemite. The 
travel has only just begun. There is no reason why, in the nature of 
things, it should not be as great here as it is in Europe. Up to the 
present time we have not improved our opportunities. In Europe 
they have an organization of the Alpine Verein, with something like 
20,000 members, and annually a congress meets and they agree among 
themselves as to which municipality will take charge of a certain Alp, 
and the trai's on that Alp, and they establish houses, and men in every 
station of life, rich and poor, go into the Alps for knapsack journeys. 
Th^re is no reason why a similar thing should not be in this country. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether any centers of considerable 
population in the Alpine country draw their water supg^ from the 
Alpine sources in Europe in neighborhoods frequented by tourists? 

Mr. Sampson. No; 1 do not. 

The Chairman. Is it not altogether probable that the sources of 
municipal water supply are, in many instances, from the Alpine 
streams, the headwaters of which are visited by tourists? Do you 
know whether anyone has gone into that? It seems to me rather 
important that we should know what are the practices of other 
people. 

Mr. Sampson. Is it not of tremendous importance that this com- 
mittee, before recommending that this bill snould be passed, should 
ascertain whether other sources of water are available, before they 
grant a portion of a national park and the by-product of some twenty 
or forty millions of dollars m water power? Before they make a 
grant of that importance is it not intelligent to ascertain whether that 
city could get its water elsewhere? The question of expense is to be 
distributed through a long period of time, and San Francisco would 
scout the idea that she is not able to pay for her water, that she has to 
come and beg it of the United States and deprive the citizens of the 
United States of property which belongs to them. It is a question of 
dollars and cents. The citizens of the United States have just as 
much u^ht to go into the Hetch Hetchy Valley to-day as they have 
to come here to Washington and see the Capitol. If they are excluded 
from one-half of the Yosemite National Park they have been deprived 
of property which belongs to them, which has been presented to San 
FrancLsco. Is it not the proper way to go about this question — I 
want to say this with all becoming modesty, so far as I am able to 
accomplish it — is it not the intelligent wav to find out whether or not 
other sources of water supply are available before this is presented to 
that city? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. How are we going to be able to get that infor- 
mation ? 

Mr. Sampson. Why could not Congress appoint a committee of men, 
not especially engineers — engineers are simply hypnotized by the 
appearance of that as a dam site — let them take men of all-around 
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intelligence and send them out to see whether other sources of water 
supply are not available except this almost unique valley. 

Mr. Parsons. Would not the Yosemite make a better reservoir than 
the Hetch Hetchy ? 

Mr. Sampson. I do not know. I do not see huy reason why you 
should not have both of them if you have one, and just as soon as this 
nation presents a portion of its national parks to a city, where is the 
things going to stop? Seattle will have just as much right to claim a 
portion of the public domain in that vicinity, or wherever the city 
may lie. 

Mr. Ferris. What do you mean when you say appropriating prac- 
tically half of the park 1 

Mr. Sampson. Five hundred square miles, and the national park 
has only some 1,200 or 1,400 square miles. 

Mr. t ERRis. This lake does not cover 500 square miles. 

Mr. Sampson. The watershed does, and if people are running all 
over there, they will be driven off the watershed. 

Mr. Ferris. You think this is an entering wedge? 

Mr. Sampson. It is not only the entering wedge, but it is hammering 
it in. 

Mr. Parsons. I wish you would state what the interesting features 
about Hetch Hetchv itself are? 

Mr. Sampson. It is a narrow valley cut out by glacial action with 
walls from 1,500 to nearly 3,000 feet in elevation. It is almost a level 
floor, with meadows and scattered groves of trees, very handsome oaks, 
the ponderosa pines, and on the shores of the Tuolumne River, a 
wonderfully beautiful growth of cypress, cedars, and oaks — trees not 
only 2 or 3, but 4 or 5 feet in diameter, glorious oaks, the finest in 
California I have ever seen. Also the waterfalls are of very extraor- 
dinary beauty. Mr. Muir, who is an expert in this country, prob- 
ably has written more exceedingly about the mountains of America 
than any other man who ever lived, and he says that the Great 
Hetch Hetchy Fall is the most beautiful fall he has ever seen. 

The Chairman. That would not be in any way affected by the 
use of the valley as a reservoir. 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, it would, because at present a person can go 
in there and live with it, but simply going along a trail on the side 
of a cliff, and having to look at it, docs not cut any figure at all. 
To appreciate a great waterfall or a wonderful valley like this, you 
have to go there and stay with it. You might just as well be intro- 
duced to a person and then pass along without having anything 
more to say, but if you want to know him, you have to converse 
with him. 

The Chairman. Sometimes the former experience is the more satis- 
factory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Sampson. Ihat is so. Allow me to make a comment on that. 
A man can not dip up any more of the ocean than the vessel he carries 
will hold. If he has a pint cup, he can not dip up very much. 

Ihe Chairman. If, however, there is no other available water sup- 
ply for the city of San Francisco reasonably available, the interest 
of a very large population now present and in the future to be located 
about San Francisco Bay is such as would outweigh the interests of a 
few people who might possibly have an opportunity to camp in that 
valley. 
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Mr. Sampson. Yes; but we have not heard one word that the 
Stanislaus River will not give as much water as the Hetch Hetchy. 

Mr. Craig. Are you prepared to say that it will? 

Mr. Sampson. No, I am not; but it is a Sierra stream. There is 
nothing on the face of it to show that it is inferior in cjualitv to the 
water that comes to the Tuolumne. They are both derived from the 
high Sierras; one may be just as good as the other. Until you ac- 
tually ascertain whether it is the only source, why should you take this 
out of the national park? 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Sampson, if, after reasonable investiga- 
tion, this committee is satisfied that this is the only ample source of 
water supply for San Francisco that can be utilized at a reasonable 
expense, where water can be obtained that can be used without filter- 
ing, then would you say that the committee was justified in taking 
such action as would allow the city to use this site ? 

Mr. Sampson. I do not have to answer that categorically, do 1? 

The Chairman. No. 

Mr. Sampson. Does it seem reasonable investigation until the other 
sources of wat^r have been investigated and the report of the exam- 
iners has been presented to this committee? This, so far, is only in 
praise of one watershed. 

Mr. Gaines. You read Mr. GarfiekUs letter on that subject? 

Mr. Sampson. I tell you, when Garfield was in San Francisco 
all those men who were interested in this particular thing appeared 
before lum, and the others did not feel that they should come there 
and praise other watersheds; it was not their business to do it. 

Mr. Gaines. Why did they not go there and lay before Mr. Gar- 
field the reasons why this Hetch Hetchy proposition should not be 
adopted? 

Mr. Volstead. Did not Mr. Garfield say that he did not care to 
consider that feature? 

The Chairman. Just one question. We have received many let- 
ters and telegrams from citizens of California and members of this 
Sierra Club and other organizations. Did the>se same people have 
the opportunity to be heard before the Secretary at San Francisco; 
and if so, did tney avail themselves of it? 

Mr. Sampson, i do not suppose they did. 

The Chairman. Have you any knowledge as to how widely that 
hearing was advertised? 

Mr. Sampson. You know about what happens; it was one of the 
things that was going on. 

Ihe Chairman. We have no difficulty in hearing from these gen- 
tlemen; we have been flooded with telegrams. 

Mr. Sampson. It looks like a desperate situation now, and no one 
realized at the time that Secretary Garfield was going to give that 
thing away without going to see it. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you expect Mr. Garfield, the Secretary of the 
Interior, to go out all through the Iletch Hetchy Valley and con- 
duct an examination himself ? 

Mr. Sampson. No. 

Mr. Ferris. I can readily undei'stand why disinterested parties 
would not appear with the same readiness that interested parties did, 
and I do not think that is any defense. I feel that every State in 
the nation is interested, and they could not all appear there. 



SAN FBANOISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BESEBVOIB. 4d 

Mr. Eahn. In regard to the different water supplies, I may say 
for the mformation of the committee that the city of San Francisco 
has expended many thousands of dollars in investigating every one 
of them, and finally decided that this was the omy one that was- 
really available, taidn^ into consideration the present conditions. 

Mr. Sampson. It is simply the dream of an engmeer. There is no- 
engineer alive, when he dreams of paradise, who would not think 
that he was building a dam at the foot of the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Mr. Manson. These people were given an opportunity to appear 
before the Secretary. 

The Chaibman. You mean people interested in other sites? 

Mr. Manson. Yes. 

The Chairman. My inquiry was this : Did the people who are now 
objecting to the use of Hetch Hetchy — from entirely disinterested 
motives, I assume, because the characters of the gentlemen are such 
that we can not take any other view of their motives and attitude in 
the matter — appear at all; and if not, do you know why they did not 
appear? 

Mr. ^Manson. I do not; I was present at tiiat time. I am a mem- 
ber of the Sierra Club, and I certainly urged no objection to it. 

Mr. Sampson. No one contemplated the possibiUty of the Secretary 
of the Interior giving a permit ror the surrender oi lands out of the 
Yosemite National Park. If he had given a permit to dam the 
Yosemite Valley, it would have seemed no more extraordinary. 
Practically the thing begins in this committee. San Francisco will 
never build a great reservoir in the Hetch Hetchy until Congress has 
taken action. The thing starts ripht here to-day, whether this com- 
mittee recommends that that cession be made of these lands. What 
the Secretary has done will not warrant San Francisco in going ahead 
and building that dam, and it seems to me that the right thing to do- 
is to wait until the very moment the questions involved have been 
worked out to an intelligent conclusion, until men who have been 
sent there — ^perfectly impartial students, preferably not engineers — 
shall have opportumty to report. 

Mr. Gaines. I want to ask you a question if I can get a chance to 

Sfet an answer. I want to read the language from Mr. Garfield's- 
etter and ask you if you have heretofore read that language. 
;Mr. Sampson. I can tell you before you read it that I have not.. 
Mr. Gaines (reading) : 

The present water supply of the city of San Francisco is both inadequate and unsat- 
isfactory. This fact has been known for a number of years and has led to a Y«ry 
extensive consideration of the various possible sources of supply. The search for 
water for the city has been prosecuted from two diametrically opposite points of view. 
On the one side, the water companies, interested in supplying the city with water for 
their own profit, have taken advantage of the long delav since it was first proposed to* 
bring water from the Yosemite to San Francisco to look up and get control, so feir as 
they could, of the available sources in order to sell them to the city. On the odier 
hand, both the National Government and the city of San Francisco have made careful* 
studv of the possible sources of supply for the city. Four or five years ago the hydro- 
giliphic branch of the Geological Survey, after a careful examination by engineers of 
chuacter and ability, reached the conclusion that the Tuolumne River offered a 
desirable and available supply for the city. The same conclusion was reached by 
the engineers of the city of San Francisco after years of exhaustive investigation. 

Now, is the Government of the United States a disinterested party 
or not, and is the citv of San Francisco a disinterested party or nott: 
I ask the gentleman if he has read that language and is familiar with it^ 

68714 — s F 4 n H bes— 0» 4 
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Mr. Sampson. I tell you it is outside of my function to go into the 
discussion of this in a legal aspect. 

Mr. Gaines. That is not legal; I am just asking you if you read that 
language. 

Mr. Sampson. I told you before you read it I had not. I can only 
make a contribution, so far as it is valuable at aU, so far as I have 
seen with my ovra eyes after years of study. 

Mr. Parsons. Tms summer when you were in the Hetch Hetchy 
and the Tuolumne Canyon where did you camp ? I wish you would 
describe where there are suitable camping places for small parties. 

Mr. Sampson. You can camp in any one of a hundred different 
places that are eoually good, so long as you are on the river. 

Mr. Parsons. That is in the Hetch Hletchy? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Mr. Parsons. Outside of the Hetch Hetchy itself, of course that 
would all be a lake if this was granted. Where can you camp outside 1 

Mr. Sampson. Any quantity of places not more than 3 or 4 or 5 
miles apart. I never gave it a thoiu^ht. 

Mr. Parsons. Over the Canyon of the Tuolumne? 

Mr. Sampson. Oh, no; not up that way; you can not go through 
the Canyon of the Tuolumne. You can only scramble tnrough on 
foot; it IS rather a difficult journey for an experienced climber. 

The Chairman. The upper end of the Hetch Hetchy is as far as 
the trail goes at present? 

Mr. Sampson. It goes up over the walls, and then a very interesting 
eoimtry is opened up lying within this 500 square miles, of simply 
enormous interest. So far as I am myself personally concerned, there 
is nothing more interesting than to go up into this plateau coimtry of 
8,000 or 10,000 feet elevation; it is tremendously interesting. 

The Chairman. The trail, then, comes out of the upper end of the 
Hetch Hetchy? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

The Chairman. Onto the mountain plateaus? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. It is diversified; up hill and down. 

The Chairman. There are numerous camping places, then, on the 
mountain as well as in the valleys? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. Not many clubs go into the Sierras. Ordi- 
nary parties are about two to six in number, and there are any quantity 
of meadows sufficient for the maintenance of their hoi-ses. 

The Chairman. So that, as a matter of fact, there would be camp- 
ing places adjacent to the Hetch Hetchy Valley on either side, but 
of course at an elevation? 

Mr. Sampson. Of course, no mtelligent community is going to 
allow them to go in there and contaminate the water. Mr. whitman 
has told of one typhoid patient taken out under his observation. 

The Chairman. How about below the Tuolumne Valley? 

Mr. Sampson. That is not very interesting; it gets into the foot- 
hills, and it is not interesting. That I am not familiar with. 

Mr. Volstead. Do you mean to say that you could, not allow 
tourists along this river above the Hetch Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. Sampson. I do not think the reservoir committee would be 
desirous of having peopl^ do that, and they are going to come in 
there, if this is not made a reservoir, by the thousands. 

Mr, Gaines. How long has this been open to the public? 
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Mr. Sampson. A long time. There have been insufficient trails, 
and people have not got on to it. 

The Chairman. I think there will be no question but what that 
country will be filled with tourists during the summer. 

Mr. Sampson. Not a doubt, just as Switzeriand is to-day. 

Mr. ELahn. May I say that the Yosemite Valley, which is probably 
one of the greatest natural wonders of the worid, and which nas been 
opened up for fifty odd years, only had 8,000 people in it during the 
last season? 

Mr. Sampson. It formerly had a 50 mile stage road, and the rail- 
roads have onlv recently started business. 

Mr. Kahn. And with the railroads only 12 miles from the Yosemite, 
only 8,000 people went in this year, and it has been opened fifty 
years. 

Mr. Parsons. Why do you not propose to dam the Yosemite, then! 

Mr. Kahn. Because there is no necessity for it for a water supply, 
and the supply from that may not be adequate. The Yosemite nas 
never been set apart by the Government as a probable reservoir 
site, and the Hetcn Hetchy has, as I understand from the engineers. 
Has not the Hetch Hetchy been set aside as a possible reservoir site, 
Mr. Manson? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; the Hetch Hetchy and the Lake Eleanor 
sites, and quite a number of other places, have been surveyed by the 
Government. 

Mr. Parsons. In what reports are the results published! 

Mr. Manson. In the reports of the Department of the Interior, 
the Greological Survey. 

Mr. Parsons. Can you give the dates of those? 

Mr. Manson. No; 1 can not. In the case of the Yosemite the reser- 
voir is precluded by a very excellent physical fact ; you could not build 
a dam there if you wanted to. 

The Chairman. There is no narrow portal? 

Mr. Manson. There is not only no narrow portal, but there is no 
known depth to the granite, and Congress might pass a law three or 
foiur times over, but nature has fixed a barrier there. 

The Chairman. What are the conditions at the site of the pro- 
posed dam site with regard to bed rock? 

Mr. Manson. Very close by, and absolutely clean walls running up 
800 feet on each side. 

The Chairman. How deep is the bed rock? 

Mr. Manson. I do not knoiV, sir, but is has certainly no depth; it 
is solid rock in sections. 

Mr. Sampson. Is it not possible, before recommending this bill, 
to postpone action until more information is gotten? 

The Chairman. That is for the judgment of the committee. We 
are very much obliged to you. 

Mr. Craig. I have received many telegrams and letters in regard 
to this subject, and among them a letter from one Mr. Hodgson, in 
which he makes a broad charge that graft is rampant in San Fran- 
cisco, but I want to say that personally I am not in accord with that 
statement. I want to file that letter. If I haven't got it now, I will 
file it with the statement that I think the people of San Francisco 
have proven conclusively that they are v^ry desirous of rooting out 
the graft that is there, and I do not think Mr. Hodgson is entirely 
warranted in his statement that graft will continue there indefinitely. 
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Mr. Craig submitted the following letter, which is printed in the 
record in fml as follows: 

[World Book Company, publishers, Caspar W. Hodgson, manager.] 

YoNKBRS, N. Y., January 4, 1909. 
Hon. William B. Craig, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am a citizen of California, of which I am proud. I am also a citizen of 
San Francisco, of which I am not so proud. I have spent days in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley; I also know Hog Ranch. I feel therefore tmit I have a right to make this 
appeal. 

I know San Francisco's methods of graft like a book, and I don't believe she will 
ever reform. In fact I think most of her people believe in graft, the only crime being 
in getting caught. It will take them just about three years to forget the present Heney 
prosecutions. In fact, if I am correctly informed, they are getting busy already and 
commercial interests are anxious to secure a great water nower through the agency of 
the city and under the guise of water supply. It certainly isn't water they want for 
they have 14 different sources of supplv available. 

But whether the above rumor is well founded or not it certainly will be a great crime 
on posterity to allow the Hetch Hetchy, which is in its way more beautiful than the 
Yosemite, to be traded for Hog Ranch and swallowed up by greedy San Francisco. 
Facts are being placed before you and I am still so simple-minded as to believe that 
the majority ot men who go to (Congress believe in saving something for posterity and 
in fact doin^ the right thing when they know themselves. 

I would give my head to be on your committee, for I see here a chance to do the 
square thing — ^a great thing — and a chance to distinguish one's self for all time. May 
you do it. Here's to your success. 

Very truly, yours, Caspar W. Hodgson. 

Mr. Whitman. I referred to the opinions of the two secretaries 
without putting them in. May I have the privilege of putting them 
in as a part of the record? 

The (JHAIRMAN. We would be very glad to have them in. 

Mr. Gaines. I want to read three or four lines from the Secre- 
tary's report:' 

The only other source of objection, except that from persons and corporations who 
have no rights to protect but merely the hope of financial gain if the api)lication of 
the city is denied, comes from those who have a special interest in our national parks 
from the standpoint of scenic effects, natural wonders, and health and pleasure resorts. 
I appreciate fully the feeling of these protestants, and have considered their protests 
ana arguments with great interest and sympath]^. The use of these sites for reservoir 
purposes would interfere with the present condition of the park, and that considera- 
tion should be weighed carefully against the great use which the city can make of 
the permit. I am convinced, however, that **the public interest" will be much 
better conserved by granting the permit. Hetch Hetchy Valley is great and beauti- 
ful in its natural and scenic effects. If it were also unique, sentiment for its preser- 
vation in an absolutely natural state would be far greater. In the mere vicinity, 
however, much more accessible to the public and more wonderful and beautiful, 
is the Yosemite Valley itself. Furthermore, the reserVoir will not destroy Hetch 
Hetchy. It will scarcely affect the canyon walls. It will not reach the foot of the 
various falls which descend from the sides of the canyon. The prime change will 
be that, instead of a beautiful but somewhat unusable "meadow floor, the valley 
will be a lake of rare beauty. ^ 

The Chairman. The chairman desires to file with the hearings a 
letter from Mr. McFarland, president of the American Civic Asso- 
ciation; of Harrisburg, protesting against the original resolution. 
While the letter is one of some 6 pages, the ground of the protest 
seems to me to be pretty clearly summed up in three Unes under- 
scored; to the effect that if the city of San Francisco is allowed to 
use the Hetch Hetchy Valley for a reservoir *'the whole watershed 
of the Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor reservoir sites must be given 
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up to the purposes of the domestic water supply of the city of San 
Francisco. I file the letter to be printed witn the hearings. 

The letter referred to is here printed in full in the record, as follows : 

American Civic Association, 
Office of the President, 

Harrisbvrgt Pa., January?, 1909, 

Hon. F. W. MONDELL, 

Chairman Committee on Public Landsy 

House of Representatives y Washington, 2>. C. 

Dear Sir: I am in receipt of yours of yesterday, and I thank you for your courtesy 
in advising me of the hearing to be given on H. J. Res. 184, in regard to the Hetch 
Hetchy matter, on Saturday, January 9, 1909, at 10 a. m. 

It happens that I am committed to speak the night before at Lansdowne, near Phila- 
delphia. There is, I find, no available train reaching Washington before 10.45. As 
I will be some little distance from Philadelphia, I may not be able to make that. If 
at all possible, I shall hope to reach the hearing before it adjourns. 

In tne event that I fail I would ask the favor that the following statement be pre- 
sented as the view of the American Civic Association, representine a very large mem- 
bership of public-spirited citizens all over America, in regard to this question: 

1. The question is on the adoption of a joint resolution allowing the city of San 
Francisco to make an exchange of certain lands in and adjacent to the Yosemite 
National Park in order that it may take advantage of a permit issued by the Secretary 
of the Interior to dam the Hetch Hetchy Valley of the Yosemite National Park for 
the purposes of a municipal water supply. It may be said that this question has 
nothing whatever to do with the preservation of scenic beauty, but such assumption 
would, I respectfully submit, be an insult to the intelligence of your committee. 
which will unquestionably be willing to consider the effect of an act to be authorizea 
under its recommendation differing materiallv from the simple act itself. 

2. The value of ^reat scenic possessions is oein^ increasingly recognized the world 
over. This value is now known to have a great influence upon the development of 
that best citizenship without which a country is poor indeea. It is also admittedly 
understood to relate very closely to the iriamtenance of the health of the people. 
There is, too, a recognized and most definite value in the maintenance of great scenery 
as a directly productive asset, attracting travel from all the world. It is admitted 
that more than $20,000,000 are annually expended in travel to see the Falls of Niagara. 
Capitalized at 5 per cent, and taking no account of the increasing travel, this would 
make the travel value alone of this one asset of American natural scenery exceed 
^400,000,000. I do not know the travel tribute paid to the Yosemite National Park, 
but I do know that it is annually increasing, and that as our population increases it 
must increase in larger proportion; for more and more are men driven for necessary 
rest and recreation to the few remaining spots presenting undamaged nature's suh- 
limest works. It may iJierefore be assumed, I insist, that sill of the Yosemite National 
Fark, which in its wisdom Congress set aside many years ago for just the purpose I 
have been urging, holds a very large value, inhering to all the people of the United 
States. This value, I insist, snould not be interfere with except for a grave public 
necessity, and for cause fully shown to the satisfaction of the whole country, who 
own the Yosemite National Park. 

3. The second ** Whereas" in H. J. Res. 184 recites that the city of San Francisco 
is to protect the public interest *4n the use and enjoyment of the Yosemite National 
Piirk," with the special stipulation that "all land the title to which is held by said 
city and county within saia park shall be open to the free use and enjoyment of the 
public at all times, under niles and regulations of the Secretary of the Interior." This 
means, if it means anything, that the city of San Francisco guarantees to the people of 
America, from whom it seeks to have certain immensely valuable concessions, that 
the said people shall have access at all times to the property thus to be transferred. 
It means that the reservoir to be created shall be accowiole by some means not fully 
disclosed. 

4. There is, however, in the proviso found at the conclusion of H. J. Res. 184, 
room for a reasonable doubt as to the intent above mentioned, for it is there recited 
"that until reservoirs are actually established in said reservoir sites any land patented 
hereunder to said city and county shall continue subject to the free use and enjoyment 
of the people under the rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Interior as though 
it were still part of the National Park. " It might well be urged that there is a conm- 
«ion between the second *' Whereas" and the proviso just cited, and that there exists 
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here an implication that after the proposed reservoir shall be established the people 
shall not have * * free use and enjoyment of this part of a national park. I would there- 
fore respectfully argue that the resolution is not clear in its provisions and does not 
fully express the intent of the people of San Francisco in connection with the permit 
i^ued by the Secretary of the Interior. 

5. Argument is scarcely necessary to indicate to this conmiittee the impossibility 
of permitting public access to a reservoir intended to furnish a domestic water supply 
to any large center of population. The danger of pollution which would thus result 
would make tiie water supply thus acquired a menace instead of a benefit to the 
people of the city involved. One case of *' walking typhoid'' on the borders of the 
lake proposed to be established as a reservoir could start an epidemic of typhoid fever 
in Uie city to be supposedly benefited, causing the loss of hundreds of innocent liyee. 
Countless experiences prove the correctness of this statement. The city of Reading, 
Fa., has had 800 cases of typhoid fever within less than eight weeks through the pollu- 
tion of a supposed ly guardea water supply . The epidemics at Plymouth, at Ithaca, and 
elsewhere are well known to have resulted from exactly the conditions which H. J. Res. 
184 might be expected to bring about in respect to the city of San Francisco. It is 
thus apparent that full public access to the take and the valley in which it shall be 
createa can not be had if the health of the people of the city of San Francisco is of 
any importance to those who are seeking this water supplyr. I again argue that the 
resolution and the action which it seeks to legalize is not in a clear and straightfor- 
ward shape and does not saf^uard as it should the welfare of the people it presumes 
to benefit. 

6. Not only in the reservoir itself would danger from pollution exist, but a greater 
danger would arise through the possible pollution of the watershed feeding the reser- 
voir proposed. A single case of ''walking typhoid" again, affecting a camper^ or 
stroller, or hunter, or ordinary visitor, who had acquired that typhoid on his way into 
the park, could make the proposed water supply a source of desperate danger to the 
city supposed to be benefited. Nothing is better established m modem sanitary 
science than that the watershed of any domestic water supply must be jealously 
guarded and kept free from human occupaiicy at all times if^that water suppljr is te 
result in other tnan the dissemination of disease and the bringing about of untimely 
death. No suggestion is made that the city of San Francisco has considered the filtra- 
tion of the supposed water supply just preceding its use, but much urgency is put upon 
the purity of tine supply whicn is to be obtained within the Yosemite National Park. 
It is therefore obvious that if this purity is to be maintained the whole watershed of 
the Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor reservoir sites must be given up to the purposes 
of the domestic water supply of the city of San Francisco. I am credibly informed 
that this involves tlie taking of an area but slightly less than half of that of the whole 
Yosemite National Park itself. If this be the intention of the proponents of this plan, 
it should be so definitely stated and the country should know that nearly one-half of 
an area of unequaled natural beauty, set aside by Congress as a great national park and 
play^ound, is to be given up to the purposes of the city of San Francisco without any 
ahowmg publicly made that there ia no other source of water supply which would be 
less expensive to the people of the United States, whose property it is thus proposed 
to divert. 

7. I re3pectfully urge, therefore, that in view of the ambiguity of the resolution in 

auestion as to its full and complete purpose, and in view of the results, not stated in 
le resolution, which may be properly expected to ensue from its adoption, that the 
action proposed ia adverse to the interests of the people of the United States and should 
not be taken. 

8. In view, therefore, of the statements above made, believed to be well within 
the facts, I urge that U. J. Res. 184 is misleading in its statements and that it ought 
to be reported negatively. I insist that if it is the intention of San Francisco to ask 
control for the purpose of its domestic water supply of the vast area of a public domain 
once set aside By Congress as a national park, such purpose should be definitely and 
clearly set forth in a resolution authorizing such action. I further insist that no such 
action is wise until all possible available sources of a proper domestic water supply 
for the city of San Francisco have been canvassed by a committee of Congress, wnich 
alone, I insist, is capable of judging whether or not the circumstances justify the 
alienation of so lai^ge a portion of a national park onco set aside for the public use and 
benefit forever. 

Respectfully submitted. 

J. Horace McFarland, President, 
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The Chairman. I would like to know if Mr. Manson would like to 
be heard further, particularly in regard to the report of the sub- 
committee as to its form. 

Ml". Manson. The only point, Mr. Chairman, that I wanted to 
bring out strongly with regard to Mr. Englebright's matter, was that 
it is not probable that we will want to put in a dam far away from 
the mouth of Jawbone Creek. If any change is made in that at all, 

Erobably it will be above the mouth of Jawbone Creek, if my present 
nowled^e of that canyon is correct, and I have been all through it. 
But I do not believe it would be advisable to put that in for the reason 
that the laws of California give the State and any citizen and any 
corporation thereof the right to store water, then having stored it, to 
turn it into any natural channel, to allow it to flow along that natural 
channel as far as they see fit, and divert it at any point they see fit, 
and I do not think Congress would justly intend to restrict the laws 
of the State in that matter. As far as the pollution of the drainage 
basin of the Tuolumne is concerned, I have been through that as well 
as through the drainage basins of the cities that are supplied with 
water from the various drainage basins. I have been through the 
drainage basin of the Potomac; of the Gunpowder, which supplies 
Baltimore; through the drainage basin of the Croton, which supplies 
New York ; of the Wachusetts, which supplies big cities around Boston, 
including Boston. The possible pollution which would come from 
any quantity of camping in the Tuolumne at the numerous points 
throughout this area of 500 square miles we believe can be met; the 
^ater portion of the 500 square miles is absolutely inaccessible. It 
IS extremely rough, and the getting there is limited to a very few 
months in the year, and the degree of pollution that would be caused 
by virtue of camping in there is extremely small, not only extremely 
small, but very easinr corrected. 

It is now corrected, and I have been camping with the Sierra Club, 
of which I am a member. I am very proud of my membership in that 
organization. I have been out with them, and the regulations of 
the club prescribe that whether we are camping in the Tuolumne 
meadows, or in the Kern basin, which is south, or in the upper reaches 
of the Merced, or any of the other streams, that we shall be extremely 
particular about burying every scrap of camp refuse, and the dis- 
position of fecal matter is very carefully looked after. Deep pits are 
dug in the sandy soil and they are filled at the close of the camp, 
and every precaution is taken. That is an organization that looks to 
the preservation of that region and not the pollution. They have 
taken great care not to pollute the streams and the valleys in which 
they camp. So that, even if this unrestrained camping in this 
region during a few months of each year should come up, San Fran- 
cisco has still the recourse of doing what you are unfortunately forced 
to do here, filter the water, and that has been taken into consideration 
by the men having this problem under control. The advantage of 
it is that the necessity for the step is remote in tlie extreme, and the 
least possible contamination is likely to occur on that area. What- 
ever may be the future contamination of that area, it will be and is 
now contaminated far less than any other area available for the site. 
In the examination of one that came nearer to being given to the 
city than any other, or being bought by the goodly elements the 
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gentleman called attention to, it was found that the stream from 
which we were supposed to draw the water was deliberately turned 
under the water-closets of quite a large house, a camping place; 
that was carried underneath the water-closets and back mto the 
stream again. 

Mr. Parsons. If you condemned that watershed^ of course you 
would buy up and have to condemn any such proposition right along 
the river, would you not? 

Mr. Manson. We did not wish to condemn that source for the 
further reason that it was entirely in the hands of a private corpora- 
tion that had offered it for $10,500,000 to the city for the rights, and 
certain structures which they proposed to put up, and I am credibly 
informed had agreed to pay $1,000,000 of that to the boodling board 
of supervisors, to a man now convicted of bribery. 

Mr. Parsons. If you had condemned it that situation would not 
have arisen. 

Mr. Manson. The greater portion of the area that can be occupied 
is now occupied, and we would have had to have gone through that and 
condemned a large number of private holdings. We would have to 
condemn and use the right that is now taken for another city in 
California, and that was a part of this source. 

The Chairman. Clearly there will not be opportunity this after- 
noon for you to go in detail over the areas proposed and suggested as 
■sources of water supply. Would you mind preparing for the stenog^ 
rapher within the next day or so a statement condensed as much as 
can be done and still give the committee full information as to the 
various other sources of proposed supply and the difficulties sur- 
rounding them? 

Mr. 1£inson. It is before the committee in this report [exhibiting 
book to committee]. 

The Chairman. That report is not before the committee in printed 
form; it is not in a printea report of the committee. That volume^ is 
so large that the committee has not been disposed to print the entire . 
volume, but we would like to have you give us an excerpt from that. 

Mr. Manson. I have a summary in my office. 

The Chairman. That question has been raised so often that it 
would be well to have an answer to that in our printed record. 

Mr. Parsons. You spent considerable time m the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. What I want to get at is this: If you use the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley for a reservoir, what camping sites does it leave for any con- 
siderable parties of tourists traveling with horses? 

Mr. Manson. Whereabouts? 

Mr. Parsons. Well, if you want to go up to see the Hetch Hetchy, 
for instance. 

Mr. Manson. The nearest point for camping from the Yosemite 
«ide would be Canyon ranch. There Ls at that point room for many 
hundreds of people to camp. That is on a stream entering the 
Tuolumne. 

The Chairman. How far woidd that be from the entrance of the 
Hetch Hetchy? 

Mr. Manson. About 8 miles. That is owned by the city of San 
Francisco, is regularly used by the authorities of the Government 
in policing tlie park, an<l upon two occasions when I have had the 
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pleasure of passing through there Lieutenant Wells was there en- 
camped with his men. The next nearest place that is desirable is in 
what is known as Tiltill Valley. That is on the other side, and is by 
far one of the most beautiful valleys in the place. 

The Chairman. That can only be reached by a trail in the rear of 
the valley? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; by the trails coming in from the north. 

The Chairman. But assuming that you are on the south side and 
desire to get into the Tiltill region after the reservoir is constru«ted| 
how could access to that region be obtained ? 

Mr. Manson. You would come in from the Big Oak Flat road. 

Mr. Parsons. What do you mean by '*the Big Oak Flat road?" 

Mr. Manson. That is running from Stockton into the Big Oak 
Valley. The trail would then lead through Canyon Ranch down about 
2,000 feet, down the least steej) walls of the Iletch Hetchy Valley 
on that side, passing along a trail which the city must construct if it 
operates the reservoir at all, because it can not get from one end to 
the other without it, alon^ a shelf. $ 

The Chairman. On which side ? 

Mr. Manson. On both sides. We will construct the trail, I sup- 
pose, on the south side. 

Mr. Parsons. Would vou construct it on both sides ? 

Mr. Manson. Not under the resolution that is before us. 

Mr. Parsons. From that trail on the south side how would you get 
into the TUtill Valley? 

Mr. Manson. Keep right up on the ridge where you are coming in. 

Mr. Parsons. Ana then cross over the river where? 

Mr. Manson. You would not cross over the river at all; you would 
go right up the hill; you w^ould cross it at the south side; you would 
go along tne canyon wall, cross at the upper end of the reservoir, and 
proceed up TiltiU Creek. 

The Chairman. That trail %t the upper end would let you down 
into the valley, and then cross the valley and into the Tiltill? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; as the reservoir is built, it will conduct 
across the* upper line. If you want to go into TiltiU from the other 
side, you would not have to go down into the valley if you did not 
want to. 

Mr. Parsons. How many miles would it be from that ranch you 
spoke of to Tiltill along those trails? 

Mr. Manson. I should think it would be about 20 miles. 

The Chairman. There would be no opportunity for camping be- 
tween those two points? 

Mr. Manson. None now; and I do not see how there could be except 
down on the floor of the valley — that is, extensively. 

The Chairman. A small party could camp along the trail ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; I camp where I get water. 

Mr. Kahn. Mr. Sampson says that the campers who go in there 
inTariably go in in small parties — from two to six. 

The Chairman. That is true in all valleys of that character. 

Mr. Manson. I have been through the regions there, both with the 
Sierra^Club and particularly myself ; and I have been in the Tuolumne 
meadows, and for about three months in the year it is a very beautiful 
camping groimd. It is covered with flowers and there is a handsome 
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spring there which, by the way, does not belong to the Government; 
but there are a great many desirable camping places.. In the three 
trips that I have camped for any length of time I have seen few peo- 

Ele other than these who were with me. One other point I wanted to 
ring out was that in one of the other areas that was examined^ 
instead cf finding the carcasses of 2 dead horses, we found the carcassea 
.of 13 dead cattle, and for many acres you could not find a space as 
big as a square yard in which there was not cow manure spotted all 
overj 

Mr. Gaines. How wide is the widest place in this valley? 

Mr. Manson. The widest place is a little over 3,000 feet. 

Mr. SMrrH. I would like to ask you one or two questions about 
Lake Eleanor. We have not had that phase of the case brought to 
the attention of the committee at all. If San Francisco should buy 
the present Spring Valley water supply and then add to it the full 
capacity of Lake Eleanor, what population would it then supply with 
water? 

Mr. Manson. Utilizing the present sources of supply, it would give 
us about 35,000,000 gallons of water per day. Ihose sources are 
rapidly becoming unsatisfactory, and would only be used, as far as I 
am concerned, for the purpose of a safe supply close at hand in case of 
disaster in our long necks of pipe^ which would probably occur. I 
think that I could safely rely on Lake Eleanor under present condi- 
tions to supply about 35,000,000 gallons per diem. 

Mr. Smith. Then you would have substantially twice the supply 
\<^ch the city now has ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smith. What area would be flooded in Lake Eleanor Valley 
under those circumstances? 

Mr. Manson. We would make the area of that lake, at its extreme 
development, probably about 1,500 to 2,000 acres. 

Mr. Smith. What is the width of th^ vallev? 

Mr. Manson. That 1,500 acres would be about 3 square miles. 

Mr. Smith. How far would it back the water up the valley? 

Mr. Manson. The contour map is before the cominittfee. Lake 
Eleanor is 4,694 feet; a 300-foot dam would back that up about $ 
miles. 

Mr. Smith. It would cover Lake Eleanor Valley, then, at a width 
of about 1 mile? 

Mr. Manson. A mile or a mile and a half, and about 3 miles lon^. 

Ml". Gaines. You do not propose to build your reservoir in Hetch 
Hetchy Valley and on Lake Eleanor? 

Mr. Manson. We are not permitted to do so. We must develop 
Lake Eleanor to its full capacity first. 

Mr. Smith. Do you understand that the language of the permit 
would allow you to go into the development of the Hetch Hetchy 
while leaving the present water supply of the Spring Valley water- 
works unused? You spoke of using that as a sort of reserve supply. 

Mr. Manson. Unfortunately, that is not in the hands of the board 
of supervisors or the city engineers to answer. We have repeatedly 
asked for a price at which those waterworks can be bought, and imtil 
we can buy them no consideration can be had of what we would do 
with them. 
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Mr. Smith. Assuming that you buy them, and then develop Lake 
Eleanor, do you understand that the terms of the agreement between 
your city and Mr. Garfield would permit you to leave the Spring 
Valley water supply dormant or unused and go into the development 
of Hetch Hetchy, adding that to Lake Eleanor, instead of using the 
water in the present watershed of the Spring Valley works? 

Mr. Manson. The scheme looked to the use of the Spring Valley 
source purely as subsidiary — a safety soxirce. We would not desire 
to utilize the Calaveras site, for reasons I have given. If the city 
bought it, I would xmguestionably recommend them later on to dish 
pose of it to communities that needed it worse. That is a part of 
the Spring Valley system. The Fleasanton^ wells are auxiliary to 
that and derive an artesian supply; it is questionable as to its author- 
ity to use it. Suits are now in progress by citizens of Alameda County 
against the use of that water. The other two reservoirs would be 
extremely useful. The Crystal Springs I would hold as a water sup* 
ply to be xised in case of emergency. It holds about twenty thou-^ 
sand million gallons of water, and the surplus from where the Sierra 
source would oe developed would be taken into that. 

Mr. Smfth. What is the present use of San Francisco? 

Mr. Manson. About 32,000,000 gallons of water per diem. 

Mr. SMrrH. If you allowed the Spring Valley source of supply to 
lie merely to meet emergencies, it would follow that you would imme- 
diately have to go into the development of Hetch Hetchy? 

Mr. Manson. Unquestionably. The development of the city is 
so rapid and the demand for water has not been met; we have large 
areas which are built up and wh^ch now have not an adequate water 
supply. 

Mr. SMrrH. At the time of the earthquake, when San Francisco 
had its greatest population, there was water for everybody? 

Mr. ALkNSON. No, sir; the water was not there and not satisfac* 
tory, and that is the reason we have tried to do this. 

Mr. Smith. Then, since that time, and at the present time, I think 
you are putting in a salt-water system, are you not? 

Mr. Manson. We are putting in a system of fire protection; yes,, 
sir. 

Mr. Gaines. What is the population of San Francisco now? 

Mr. Manson. It would not be possible to tell, sir. I should think 
it was about between 320,000 and 325,000. 

Mr. Gaines. And would -the neighboring towns be supplied by 
water from this source ? 

Mr. Manson. Under the terms of this grant they are permitted to 
join us in the use of this water. 

Mr. Gaines. What is the population of those towns or cities? 

Mr. Manson. About 150,000 to 200,000. 

Mr. Gaines. In addition to the population of San Francisco? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What was your population before the earthquake? 

Mr. Manson. It was nearly or quite 400,000, sir. . 

The Chairman. It is safe to say that you will have a population 
of half a million there within a short time then? 

Mr. Manson. I think so, sir; because the very densely built-up 
portions, where the poorer classes resided, in the flat parts of the city^ 
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were necessarily abandoned, and they went to the higher hills where 
they now can not get water. 

Mr. Enolebright. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask Mr. Manson 
just a question or two regarding the proposed amendment that I 
offered. As you get out in the Yosemite National Park toward the 
west there is a large private ownership of land? A large portion of 
the land is in private ownership? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; I think the greater portion of the land is in 
national forest reserves. 

Mr. Enolebright. More than half the land is in private owner- 
ship, is it not? 

Mr. Manson. Not that I know of, sir. I do not know what that 
area is. 

Mr. Enolebright. You do not know? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; but I know that it is most of it in the forest 
reserves — it is all in the forest reserves; and whatever may be the 
occupancy of it now, it is limited to that that is now taken up. 

Mr. Englebright. As you go west and follow down the stream, 
the country becomes more settled? 

Mr. Manson. Decidedly, sir. That is the reason we went so far 
upstream to get pure water. 

Mr. Englebright. There is one of the largest lumber plants right 
close in that section, is there not — one of tne largest lumber inillst 

Mr. Manson. Not in the basin of the Tuolumne — not in this part 
of it. It may be in the Clear Fork, or over on the north side. 

Mr. Englebright. But it comes over into the Tuolumne; the 
watershed of it comes in a short distance below where you propose 
to divert it. 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; about 20 miles away. 

Mr. Englebright. I be^ your pardon. 

Mr. Manson. It comes down the Clear Fork. 

Mr. Englebright. Where is that map that I had here this morn- 
ing? 

Air. Manson. No other stream comes down where the camp is. 

The Chairman. Here is the map. 

Mi. Englebright. I filed a map here of the county this morning — 
a larger one. 

Mr. Manson. I will say this, though, Mr. Chairman, that San Fran- 
cisco will take very, very good care to keep the intake of its head gates 
at a point where It gets pure water. There is no earthly danger of 
their going below sources of pollution. We will be more likely to 
push upstream. 

Mr. Englebright. Then you have no objection to my amendment? 

Mr. Manson. I object to the amendment simply for the reason 
that it puts a restriction upon the laws and rights of citizens that the 
state laws granted them; and I do not believe that it is wise to do it. 
I believe it is wiser to let San Francisco exercise those rights for her 
own preservation and her own welfare without any restrictions what- 
ever. 

The Chairman. Mr. Englebright, as I understand the object of 
your amendment, it is to prevent the city from going farther down ih. 
its diversion? 

Mr. Englebright. Going farther down. 
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The Chairman. Is there any danger that the city will go farther 
. down and interfere with some other water supplies? 

Mr. Enqlebright. There is danger that thej wiU take in territory 
that is largely settled, that has at the present time lumber mills in the 
watershed, that there are mines in; so that we have a point that will 
limit the watershed area of San Francisco, that will have to be kept 
clear of pollution, for the simple reason that in the State of CaUforma 
there are very strict laws providing against the pollution of waters 
used for domestic supply. Any other waters that they want to 
run down the streams there is no objection to at all; but as to the 
domestic supply of water, they want to limit the point at which they 
can divert it. ^ 

The Chairman. The city would not desire to go farther down the 
stream than is necessary in order to avoid the danger mentioned ? 

Mr. Enolebrioht. Certainly not. 

Mr. Manson. There is no earthly danger of it, so far as I can see. 
The inherent probabiUty of the thing is such that I do not think there 
is any necessity for legislation on the subject. 

Mr. Englebright. But I consider, when you look ahead for a few 
years, when these people all own these land rights, with mining vems 
running through tnem, that it is necessary. 

The Chairman. There is this objection, I will say to the gentleman 
from CaUfornia — I do not know how it will strike the other members 
of the committee — to any provision of that kind in an act: That it is 
very questionable whether Congress has any authority to legislate in 
a matter of that kind; and, unfortunately, there is a disposition 
everywhere to use as a precedent any act of Congress in excess of its 

¥owers or in the direction of hmiting local control — ^state control, 
hat is the danger of that sort of legislation. 

Mr. Englebright. This point was called to my attention by the 
chairman of the water supervisors of Tuolumne County: There is 
no objection to San Francisco having its water supply; but they do 
not want them to come down the river too far where they are going 
to divert it. 

The Chairman. Is this point of diversion within the national park? 

Mr. Manson. No. sir. 

The Chairman, it is on public land? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Or privately owned land? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; it is on public land. 

Mr. Englebright. In a forest reserve ? 

Mr. Manson. In a forest reserve. 

Mr. Englebright. Or private lands inside of a forest reserve? 

The Chairman. It is in a forest reserve? 

Mr. Englebright. The city of San Francisco, as I understand it, 
has so far made no attempt to get rights of way at all. 

The Chairman. The proposed point of diversion is within a forest 
reserve? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes; but it goes to the same point, the point 
of diversion of the irrigation works. 

The Chairman. We might have the right to say where a diversion 
dam should be placed within a forest reserve, possibly. 
^ Mr. Englebright. I see no reason why you could not. 
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Mr. Volstead. If they go below where we own it, then, if they 
have a right under the state law to take it out there, there might b!e 
some question whether we ought to interfere with it at all. 

The Chairman. We certainly can not say that the people of San 
Francisco shall not divert this water 100 miles below, on public lands. 
We have not authority to say that. 

Mr. Volstead. Or on private lands. 

The Chairman. Or on private lands — on any. 

Mr. Manson. Private or public either, sir. They can go anywhere 
they want to. They can ^o below the dam if they have a mind to. 

The Chairman. First, the Congress has no control over this water. 
Second, it has no control over the (question of where the city of San 
Francisco shall divert water which it has a right to divert. That is 
the point. 

Mr. Manson. And, tliirdly, the city will take the ^eatest pains, 
Mr. Chairman, to divert it above any point of contamination. 

The Chairman. I sympathize with the gentleman's view. 

Mr. ENOLEBRioirr. Well, I am not satisfied yet. 

The Chairman. Of course, this is just an expression of opinion on 
the part of one member of the committee. It does not necessarily 
follow that that will be the committee's view. ' 

Mr. Enolebright. I think that if Congress grants a right to store 
water for domestic purposes it can not go further and put limitations 
on that. 

The Chairman. We do not propose to grant a right to do that. 
All that we are doing is to grant the right to exchange some lands. 

Mr. Enolebright. Well, connected with that is the right to store 
water. 

Mr. Volstead. I think we have the power, probably^ even if the 
diversion should be on private land; but I do not believe that we 
ought to interfere in a matter of that kind, because it seems to me 
that that ought to be regulated by your state officials. We undoubt- 
edly ought not to legislate for California. 

The Chairman. It is a very dangerous sort of legislation. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Englebright, do you agree with Mr. Manson that 
the state laws control the property where you want this tappmg to 
occur? 

Mr. Englebright. There is nothing imder the state laws that 
would allow the State to interfere in any way whatever with wherever 
they should divert this water. 

Mr. Gaines. That does not answer my question. Do the state 
laws of California or any other State control the lands wherein or 
whereat you want this tapping to occur? 

Mr. Englebright. No; thev do not control the lands. 

Mr. Gaines. I understood Mr. Manson to say that they do control 
the lands. 

Mr. Manson. The state laws give the right to discharge the water 
into any national stream, and to divert it therefrom imdiminished at 
such points and at such times and in such a manner as the owner of 
that water sees fit to do. To pass a law that would restrict that state 
right, I think, as the chairman expressed it, is unwise. But if San 
Francisco goes across the State of Cfalifomia as far as from here to the 
citv of Ricnmond to get clean water to drink, and an abundance of it, 
I do not believe that any rational man can conclude for a minute that 
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they will seek that point of diversion where side streams can come in 
and divert it. They will carry that water across the side streams 
first. We propose to carry it across a number, and allow those streams 
to flow in midiminished, out never get 

The Chairman. I assure both of you gentlemen that the committee 
will very carefully consider that question. 

Mr. Englebbight. It goes, furthermore, to tliis point. Of course 
the question has been raised about the pollution or the water in the 
national park, and whether it will deprive the people of the use of the 

5 ark. Ignoring that part of it, the farther down tne stream you go to 
ivert that water it involves more and more of the park, and more and 
more of the surrounding country is involved in the question of 
diversion. 

Mr. Manson. Is there anything further you gentlemen would like 
to ask me? 

The Chairman. Are there any questions that any member of the 
committee would like to ask Mr. Manson? If not, I believe that 
will conclude the hearing, unless you have something further you 
desire to add. 

STATEMENT OF DB. A. H. OUVHIVI, CHAIBMAH OF THE PUBUO 

VTIUTT COMMISSION OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. May I just add a word? At the present time 
there are about five sections of the city of San Francisco where the 
people are not suppUed with water. At the time of the fire the 
people were driven out to the outlying districts; and in one section 
particularly, that is rapidly building up, the water is conveyed to 
the people by means of a cart, and in other sections they are obliged 
to mg wells. There are existing wells in one section supplying the 
people, and the company that is at the present time furnishing 
water to the citizens of San Francisco will not lay additional mains 
to bring water to these various sections. Thev themselves have 
confessed their inability to finance this matter tnemselves, so as to 
give the people of San Francisco a proper supply. So that the 
necessity exists. The city has been trying for forty years to acquire 
an independent water supply, gentlemen. 

The Chairman. Are there any other gentlemen present who desire 
to be heard before the committee at this time? 

STATEMENT OF HON. JTJLIXTS KAHN, BEPBESENTATIVE FBOM 

CALIFOBNIA. 

Mr. Kahx. I can add little to what has already been said, except 
this: This matter of a water supply was put up to the citizens of 
San Francisco for a vote on the 12th, I beheve, of last Nevember. 
The Hetch Iletchy proposition was in view. The citizens were 
familiar with the merits of all the systems that had been proposed, 
and by a vote of 6 to 1 they voted bonds for the preliminary work 
in connection with this Hetch Hetchy proposition. 

Mr. Smith. But in that vote, Mr. Kahn, there was no opportunity 
given for them to choose which water supply they wanted? 

Mr. Kahn. No; but they had become thoroughly acquainted with 
aU the systems, and if they did not think that this was absolutely 



64 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HBTCH HETCHY RESEBVOIB. 

the best and in the long run the cheapest; they would have voted 
the thing down, because it required a two-thirds vote to carry it. 

Mr. Smith. I merely wanted to bring out the fact that they did not 
choose this from the other. 

Mr. Kjihn. No; but it required a two-thirds vote to cany any. 
With that knowledge in mind, and with a knowledge of all of tne 
sources of supply, by a vote of 6 to 1 they decicfed in favor of 
this one. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Kahn, that vote or election that you have just 
alluded to was had after Mr. Garfield had been out there and had this 
hearing? 

Mr. Kahn. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Gaines. And after the Hetch Hetchy and other matters had 
been discussed, and were in view, and were in the public mind at the 
time? 

Mr. Kahn. Exactly so; and I want to say in that connection that 
it was passed upon at a special election, and the largest vote was had 
at that special election ttiat was ever had at any special election in 
the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. Do not the regulations laid down by Mr. Garfield with 
reference to this Hetch Hetchy matter contain a provision that the 
citizens of the city of San Francisco may vote upon it and accept 
those conditions, etc. ? 

Mr. Kahn. I believe so; I believe so. 

Mr. Gaines. And that was published and promulgated? 

Mr. KLahn. Oh, yes; and the citizens of San Francisco were thor- 
oughly familiar at the time with all the various sources of supply , 
for the matter has been thrashed out for years by the city engineers^ 
by the press, by citizens, and even by members of the Sierra Club. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. For forty years. f~i [ i^^, 

STATEMEFT OF HOIT. E. A. HATES, BEPBESEHTATIVE FROK 

CAUFOBNIA. 

Mr. Hayes. I just want to say one word, Mr. Chairman, although 
I do not know that it is necessary. I presume the committee all 
understand that we are not asking from this committee a water sup- 
ply. All we are asking is for permission for the Secretary of the 
Interior to trade some land that the Government has for land that 
the city of San Francisco owns. 

Mr. Volstead. You have not yet told us anything about the value 
of those lands that you are going to ''swap.'* 

Mr. Hayes. The Secretarv, I think, is competent to pass upon that; 
and I do not know, personally, anything about it. 

Mr. Gaines. The lands that you propose to give are in the Yosemite 
VaUey? 

Mr. Hayes. Certainly; and lands that have already been spoken of 
as camping sites. That is what they are. 

Mr. Kahn. No; not all in the Yosemite. Some are in the adjacent 
forest reserves. 

Mr. Gaines. The United States Army have been regularly camping 
upon the lands owned by the city of San Francisco, have they not? 

Mr. Hayes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. And now you propose to exchange them? 
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Mr. Hayes. Exactly. 

Mr. Gaines. For those purposes? 

Mr. Hayes. Not for those purposes. They are achnirably adapted 
for those purposes; in fact, they are about the only lands in the 
neighborhood that are adapted for those purposes. That is why 
the Secretary and the Government are desirous of procuring them. 
There is a lot of stuff, it seems to me, that is not properly in this 
question; and I just want to suggest this, that the majority of the 
lands in the bed of this Hetch Hetchy Valley are now in private 
ownership. They have passed out of the keeping of the United 
States, and the United States did not think thev were at the time so 
valuable but what they let them pass out. Thej have never under- 
taken to acquire them since. Now, when the city of San Francisco 
(representing not only its present population but the millions that 
will live around the 6ay or San Francisco in the future) comes and 
asks that the Government permit it to acquire these lands in order 
to flood them with water to make this reservoir site, I can not under- 
stand why thev have suddenly acquired such great value that the 
Government of the United States should hesitate about granting a 
reasonable request of this kind. 

One other consideration appeals to me, and that is this — that this 
bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall have power to 
give a patent granting the right *' to the use of.'' As a lawyer, that is 
a peculiar sort of an instrument. I never have heard of a patent of 
that kind. I never heard of a patent granting a right " to the use of." 
That is not a lease ; it is certainly not a deed. 

Mr. Smfth. Well, we are somewhat original. 

Mr. Hayes. That may be. 

Mr. Smfth. We do not have to follow beaten paths. 

The Chairman. I do not desire to interfere with the gentleman's 
argument on that subject further than to suggest to him that that is a 
matter the coimnittee must consider and will consider with the 
greatest care. 

Mr. Hayes. Yes; and I just wanted to suggest this: Of course it 
might be construed as an easement; but if the committee only desires 
to grant San Francisco an easement, wh;^ not so state? The law in 
regard to easements is well denned, and tms would be a very uncertain 
tenure of title, it seems to me. 

Mt. Volstead. An easement to flood that landt 

Mr. Hayes. Yes; if that is what you wish to give us, then so provide. 
But it seems to me that since the conditions are the same, or can be 
made so by the right sort of a deed as an easement, it is very much 
better for San Francisco, and will enable it to float bonds and to con- 
duct its business in the construction of this reservoir and this water 
system, if the city can be given a fee-simple title, with such conditions 
OS will make it revert to the Government of the United States and 
such conditions as will protect the Government no matter into whose 
hands it may go. 

Mr. Volstead. You do not expect to mortgage it, anyway, do you ? 

Mr. Hayes. No, sir; we do not. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Chairman, may I make a suggestion just here? I 
presume we will meet about Tuesday to finally settle this matter, or at 
some definite day. I make this suggestion, tnat we request the mem- 
bers of the CaUfomia delegation, as they are especially mterested, and 
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anyone else generally, to file briefs here with us on the definition of 
"grant" and "patent" (I mean the judicial definition of those terms), 
so that we >^dll nave the whole thing before us, and let us see whether 
or not we are original on this proposition. We want to have all the 
light before us that we can get. Will you furnish that, Mr. Hayes? 

The Chairman. The committee will be very glad to receive a brief 
on any of these matters. Mr. Whitman, do you desire to make any 
further statement — a brief statement? 

FUBTHEB STATEMENT OF ME. £. A. WHITMAN, OF BOSTON, 

MASS. 

Mr. Whitman. It is now so late that I wish to say practically but 
one sentence. The report on the' water supply which the committee 
has had shows that the flow of this river is sufficient for from six 
to eight months of the year to supply the city without any dam at 
all. But inasmuch as there is a long dry season there, there is a 
period of four months when they want to store some water. Dur- 
ing those f ur m nths they will simply open the dam and let the 
water run down the stream, and then it will run into this canal at 
Jawbone Creek. It is purely a question of where the water is to be 
stored. 

The Chairman. Mr. Sampson, do you desire to be heard ? 

Mr. Sampson. No, sir; thank you. 

Mr. Gaines. I move that we adjourn. 

The Chairman. Are there any other gentlemen who desire to be 
heard ? If not, the committee will now go into executive session. 

(The committee thereupon went into executive session, after which 
it adjourned.) 



House of Representatives, 

Committee on the Public Lands, 

Tuesday, January 12, 1909, 

The committee met at 10.30 o'clock a. m., Hon. Frank W. Mondell 
(chairman) presiding. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, we have not a q^uorum. Is it the desire 
of those who are present to have a further hearmg in the Hetch Hetchy 
matter? Mr. McCutcheonis here, I believe, and would Hke to make a 
statement before the committee. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. Smith. I think it is. 

Mr. Gaines. I think we ought to hear him. He has come a long 
ways to be heard, and I do not think we have heard any lawyers rep- 
resenting any of the companies. I, myself, would like to hear him. 

The Chairman. I desire to say that I have taken the liberty of ask- 
ing the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Pierce, and the Director 
of the Geological Survey, Mr. Smith, to appear here this morning on 
the phosphate matter, and perhaps it would De well for those of us who 
are here to hear Mr. McCutcheon for a few moments and then take up 
the other matter later. 

Mr Gaines. I wish we could get to the end of the Hetch Hetchj 
hearings and get to a point where we can report or not report it. It is 
taking ^up a world of time. 
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The Chairman. It was somewhat informallv decided not to have 
any further hearings the other day. 

Mr. Gaines. But I think we ought to hear Mr. McCutcheon. If 
there is anybody here to be heard to-day or any other day before we 
make the report, I, myself, am willing to hear him. 

STATEMEITT OF EDWABD J. HcGTJTCHEON, ESQ., REPRESEBTT- 
ISQt THE SPRING VALLEY WATER GOMPAITY. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I think there are some suggestions that might 
be made to the committee that bear upon the matter that you have 
under consideration. The Spring Valley Water Company is a cor- 
poration which supplies all tne water that is now being supplied to 
the city of San Francisco and its inhabitants. 

Mr. Gaines. You are the lawyer for that company? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes. I do not know tlmt it may be out of place 
to suggest to the committee the relations which exist generally be- 
tween the Spring Valley Water Company and the city of San Fran- 
cisco. We nave a constitutional provision which not only empowers 
the legislative body of a municipality wliich is being supplied with 
wat^r by a public-service corporation, but it makes it the duty of such 
a legislative body to annually fix the rate to be charged by that com- 
pany for water supplied to the city and its inhabitants. It is not 
possible for a public-service corporation in California supplying water 
to a municipality to fix its own rate. As I have said, the legislative 
body of a municipality is compelled, under the provisions of the con- 
stitution and under penalty of removal from office when its members 
fail to perform that duty, to annually fix the price which the public- 
service corporation may collect, and the constitution contains a very 
drastic provision to the effect that any corporation collecting rates 
otherwise than as established by the public agency shall forfeit to the 
city its franchises and works. I only suggest that to show you that 
it IS not within the possibility that there can be maintained in any 
municipality in California a water monopoly by any private corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. McCutcheon, was there not a big lawsuit over 
there over some high rates that the city of San Francisco fixed that 
were held confiscatory by the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, Mr. Gaines; no litigation that lias ever 
been instituted in San Francisco affecting the validity of a water-rate 
schedule has reached the Supreme Court of the United States, but 
for the past six years — that is, beginning with the year 1903 and from 
that year to and including 1908 — the company wliich I represent has 
each year applied to the circuit court of the United States for an 
injunction to restrain the enforcement of the rate schedule adopted 
by the legislative body of the municipality, and has in each instance 
obtained a restraining order. 

Mr. Gaines. What is the style of that case? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Springfield Valley W^ater Company against the 
city and county of San Francisco and individual members of the 
board of supervisors. 

Mr. Gaines. Has the Supreme Court of the United States passed 
on that? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No. 



68 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

Mr. Gaines. They passed on some water case, Mr. McCutcheon; I 
do not remember what case. 

Mr. McCutcheon. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
passed on two or three water cases from California, one from the cit^ 
of San Diego, and two or three from the interior of the State, but it 
has never passed upon any case coiring from San Francisco or affect- 
ing the rates of the Spring Valley Water Company or the city and 
county of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. Where can I get a copy of an opinion in the case? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I will furnish those to you, or refer you to them 
in the reports of the Suprem.e Court. 

It has been suggested to me that possibly it is only fair to the city and 
county of San trancisco, as that is a municipal corporation, a public 
body, that this apphcation should be granted in order that it may 
have a more substantial foundation upon which to trade with the 
Spring Valley Water Works, or the Spring Valley Water Company. 
It does seem to me that it is going a long w'ay for Congress to pass an 
act which will have th^ effect or dismembering a national park in 
order to supply a municipal corporation with a big stick as a trading 
asset to acquire the plant of a quasipublic corporation. San Fran- 
cisco is at no disadvantage, so far as the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany is concerned. About two years ago, or within two years, in 
order that San Francisco might oe able to acquire water properties 
beyond its territorial Umits, its charter was amended so as to provide 
that it might acquire, by purchase or condemnation, any property 
in the State of California to be used by it for the purpose of supplying 
water to itself and its inhabitants, so that there is, in the existing law 
ample provision under which the city of San Francisco may acquire 
not only the property of the Spring Valley Water Company, but any 
other property anywhere within the State of California which it may 
believe and show to be necessary in order that it may supply the city 
and its inhabitants with water. 

It seems to me, therefore, that it is not necessary that the city 
of San Francisco should have any big stick, and particularly is it 
unnecessary that Congress should supply it with a big stick, to be 
used as a trade asset for the acquisition of the property of this quasi- 
public corporation. 

Mr. Gaines. Have you ever offered your property to the city" of 
San Francisco? ^ 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. At a fixed price? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. How much? 

Mr. McCutcheon. $32,000,000. 

The Chairman. As I understand it, Mr. McCutcheon, the city of 
San Francisco contends that the Spring Valley Water Company 
has not a sufiipient supply of water available for tne needs of the city 
of San Francisco, in any event, of such quality as they desire and 
think they ought to have. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I am very glad you suggested that, Mr. Chair- 
man; I was going to come to it anyway, but I will take it up now. 
The Secretary of the Interior, in the order made by him on the 11th 
of May, 1908, stated that the water supply of San Francisco was both 
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inadequate and unsatisfactory, and while he does not say so in so 
many words, it is impossible to read his report or opinion without 
reaching the conclusion that he was very largely influenced by that 
fact m granting to San Francisco the pernit which he did grant. 
As I say, it is impossible to read the opmion of the Secretary of the 
Interior without bein^ impressed with tiie notion that it was the fact, 
believed by him to exist, that the supplv of San Francisco was unsat- 
isfactory and inadequate, that moved him to grant that permit, 
which was granted by his order of the 11th of May. 1908. The father 
of this Hetch Hetchy scheme — and when I use tne word '^scheme" 
I do not use it invidiously — was Mr. C. E. Grunstjr, who at the time 
it was first suggested was the city engineer of San Francisco. In 
August of last year Mr. Grunsky laid oefore the Technical Society 
of the Pacific a paper in which he discussed the water supply of 
San Francisco. 1 do not intend to consume the time of the com- 
mittee by reading this paper, but I will state Mr. Grunsky's sum- 
mary. After discussing the existing water supply of San Francisco, 
and the possibilities of expansion of that supply, he makes this 
statement on page 104 of his paper. I will read the indorsement of 
this publication : 

"Keprinted from the journal of the Association of Engineering 
Societies, volume 41, No. 3. The Water Supply of San Francisco, 
Cahfomia, By C. E. Grunsky, Member of the Technical Society of 
the Pacific Coast.*' 

He states the various sources of supply of the Sprinj^ Valley Water 
Company, and, gentlemen, these sources are all within 50 miles of 
San Francisco, and I may say, bv way of parenthesis, that there is no 
city in the world of the size of San Francisco that is so favorably 
situated, so far as its water supply is concerned; there is no city in 
the world, and particularly no city in an arid region where, within 50 
miles of the heart of the city, tnere can be produced a supply of 
109,000,000 gallons per day, and that is the statement of Mr. Cfrunsky 
so far as the supply of San Francisco is concerned. He says that the 
present delivery to San Francisco is 36,000,000 gallons per day, and 
that the possible delivery from the properties of the Sprins: Valley 
Water Company can be expanded to deliver 109,000,000 fijallons per 
day. I think he does say the properties " owned or partially owned,'* 
but the fact is they are owned by the Spring Valley Water Company. 
He does not attempt to pass on title. At any rate, these properties 
are all within easy reacn of San Francisco. The city engineer of 
San Francisco will bear me out when I tell you that the present con- 
sumption of San Francisco is 32,000,000 gallons per day, so that, 
accordins: to Mr. Grunsky, the father of the Hetch Hetcny^ scheme, 
the existing property upon which San Francisco relies for its water 
supply can be expanded so as to supply three times, more than three 
times, the present consumption. 1 only suggest that to show that 
there is no need for haste nere. San Francisco is in no immediate 
danger, and I may say in passing that Hetch Hetchy Valley is not 
going to run away. It is reserved from sale; nobody else can acquire 
it. It is absolutely under the control of Congress, and whenever this 
committee or Congress shall be convinced that Hetch Hetchy is an 
absolute necessity to the city of San Francisco, it seems to me it will 
be time enough to grant it to San Francisco. 
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Mr. Gaines. Why does the mayor of San Francisco urge immediate 
action in this matter, as he has been doing by telegrams, one of which 
I have received, and other Members have received them? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I can only give you my impression in relation to 
that, and it is this: I suggested a while ago that San Francisco w-as 

garticularly anxious to get the end of a big stick to wield over the 
pring Valley Water Company. Without questioning the motive of 
the mayor of San Francisco, whom I know very well, and for whom 
I have a great deal of respect, I am satisfied that he and those who 
form the administration of San Francisco with him feel that if they 
could get this grant from Congress they could go to the Spring Valley 
Water Company and say, ^*Here you see we have this grant from 
the Congress of the United States, and we can proceed with the 
building of this system if we see fit, and we will see nt unless you come 
to the captain's office and talk business, and will sell your property 
at a price which we are willing to pay, and if you are not willing to 
trade on a basis that is satisfactory to us we will buUd this plant, and 
we will drive your company into bankruptc}^.'' 

Now, I am persuaded that there is considerable foundation for 
that, for the reason that everybody — and when I say '^everybody'* 
I include Mr. Manson, the city engineer — realizes that San Francisco 
will be dependent upon the property of the Spring Valley Water 
Company tor fifteen or twenty years at the shortest; tnat it is 
not possible that for the next fifteen or twenty years any other 
supply can be brought into San Francisco than the supply of the 
Spring Valley Water Company. 

Answering your question, Mr. Gaines, I say, in the light of these 
figures which I produce from the report of Mr. Grunskv, the conclu- 
sion which I draw is supported by the facts which are shown to exist. 
These facts show that there is no immediate need for any such action 
as this committee is asked to take. These facts show that San Fran- 
cisco is in no immediate danger. It will be said to you that there are 
sections of San Francisco that are now not supplied with water. That 
is true. I do not question that, but that is not due to the fact that 
there is not within easy reach of San Francisco ample water to supply 
those localities and to supply any other demand that may exist witnin 
the next fifty years. 

Mr. Craig. Has your company the control of those properties so 
that it can put water into the places in San Francisco that now do 
not have it ? 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. Rowland. Why is it not done, then? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. It is a long story, but I can tell you. 

Mr. HowLAND. Well, no matter. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I may be able to tell you in a few words. 
Beginning wnth 1901 the board of supervisors began to reduce the rates 
of water which had previously been collected, under rate schedules 
enacted by boards of supervisors, from the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany and its predecessor the Spring Valley Water Works. The first 
reduction, as I remember, was made in 1901. That was followed 
by a reduction in 1902; that, in turn, was followed by a reduction in 
1903; that, in turn, by a reduction in 1904; and I think that again 
was followed by a reduction in 1905. Beginning with 1903, the com- 
pany, following that course each year thereafter, filed a bill in equity 
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in the circuit court of the United States to obtain a preliminary 
injimction restraining the enforcement of the rate schedule enacted 
for the particular year during which the suit was brought on the ground 
that the rate was confiscatory. In 1906 the board of supervisors not 
only reduced the rate which had been enacted for the previous year, 
but claiming that the action of the company in collecting rates 
in excess of the rates enacted in previous schedules was in violation 
of law, it passed a resolution forfeiting the works of the company 
and the franchises of the company to the city, claiming that the' 
company had forfeited all of its works and franchises under the 
provisions of the constitution to which I have previously called your 
attention. 

Mr. Craig. Does that provision of the constitution provide that 
the works belonging to the company shall be forfeited to the city? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir; **its works and franchises '* is the 
language of the constitution. 

Mr. AIanson. What date was that? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The date of that resolution? 

Mr. Manson. Yes; the year. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. It was in 1906, Mr. Manson, and was passed by 
the Reuff board. 

Mr. Gaines. If I will not divert you from your line of argument, I 
would like to ask you a question. I am reading here from tiie report 
of the water supplies of San Francisco from 1900 to 1908, inclusive, 
which is gotten up by the San Francisco municipality, I presume. 
Is it, Mr. Manson^ 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. On page 111 find this: 

There have thus been four attempts by the city to gain possession of its water 
supply: (1) in 1871; (2) 1874-75; (3) 1876-77; and in 1900-1906. 

Now, then, why I ask you this question is, it seems there is plenty 
of w^ater out there, but here is this city, from 1871 to 1906, and to-day, 
trying to get more water. What has been in the way? What has 
prevented the city from getting water, and plenty of it, and sto))ping 
this water warfare ? 

Mr. Smith. That is what he is trying to tell you. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I can tell you the physical conditions. 

Tiie Chairman. Has there been a shortage of water in San Fran- 
cisco ? 

Mr. McCcTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Has there been a sliortage of possession of water by 
the city, however, tliat is, owning the spring or the creek or the river? 

Mr. Mc(!)uTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Then what has caused all this struggle since 1871 
to 1906 down to this minute? 

The Chairman. It is true, as Mr. Gaines suggested, is it not, the 
difficulty has been that the city desires to possess? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I was just going to say that there has been 
evinced a desire on the part of the city to own its water supply rather 
than to have the water supplied by a corporation. 

Mr. Gaines. If you will indulge me a few minutes more, I will read 
what follows: 

What the result will be depends upon the intelligence and unselfish action of its 
citizens and officials. But judging from the supreme indifference with which the 
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majority of the citizens of San Fratfcisco look upon the situation, and the skill and 
cunning with which corporate control is managed, there appears little hope for an^ 
betterment either in the purity and abundance of the supply or the rate at which it ib 

furnished. 

» 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That might all be true, Mr. Gaines, and stilll 
was about to answer the question that was put to me a while ago; 
the source of supply might be abundant^ and that is the fact. I was 
about to say that this experience which the company had with the 
•board of supei-visors — ana it may be said that that was due to the 
prior sins or the water company with which I am uot concerned — 
the credit of the company was very badly injured, as you might 
imagine. Its bonds fell and its stock fell. We were asked by mem- 
bers of the present board of supervisors, when we were discussing 
with them the question of rates for the year 1908, why we did not 
extend our system, and we replied that it was necessary that some- 
thing should be done by the administration of San Francisco to 
establish such relations with the company as would induce the in- 
vesting public to take its securities, and that when that condition 
was brought about the company could very easily get the money 
to make all the extensions to supply every part of San Francisco. 
There never has been any suggestion that, so far as the source of sup- 
ply is concerned, there was an inadequacy. There never has been 
any suggestion, and I think I am well witKin the mark, and I do not 
thmk Mr. Manson will question that; there never has been any 
question. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. I question it. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Do you question the statement, that from the 
Spring Valley properties 

Doctor GiANNiNi. I would suggest that Mr. McCutcheon be 
allowed to make his statement, ana then the city of San Francisco 
be given an opportunity to answer. This is a surprise to us. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I only suggested that in reply to the statement 
that you said you did question it. 

Doctor GiANNrNi. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. McCutcheon. My answer to that, if it is questioned, is the 
statement of Mr. Grunsky. I do not care to make an}^ further 
answer to that. Mr. Grunsky is the father of this scheme, and he 
says the property can be expanded to supply 109,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. Craig. How much are you putting mto San Francisco now? 

Mr. McCutcheon. We are delivering there now, we can deliver 
there now, 35,000,000 or 36,000,000 gallons per day. We do not 
deliver that quantity, because the demand is not as great as that. 
The demand is for about 32,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. Craig. Are you supplying that demand fully? 

Mr. McCutcheon. We are supplying that demand fully. There 
are sections of the town, Mr. Craig, that have not been piped by us. 
There are small sections of the town that have not been piped, simply 
on account of the conditions I have told you about: the company 
has not had the finances with which to pipe those portions or the 
town, but, as I have said, that is not due to any lack of supply of 
water. We have in our reservoirs to-dav, within 20 miles of San 
Francisco, eight hundred days^ supply. If the city of San Francisco 
had our plant to-day, while they would have ample water with which 
to supply those sections, it would be necessary that the sections should 
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be piped before the supply could be delivered to the people of those 
sections. As I say, it is not due to any lack of supply; there is ample 
water there. 

Mr. Gaines. It is lack of pipes, it seenis. 

Mr. McCxTTCHEON. It is lacK of pipes in those particular localities. 

Mr. Gronna. I have a letter trom a party nere by the name of 
Caspar W. Hodgson, and he states in his letter: 

It certainly is not water they want, for they have fourteen different sources of sup- 
ply available. 

Is that true i 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir — pardon me, I ought not to say '^Yes, 
sir;" I will give you my authority for that in a moment; I was 
coming to that. We have not only the statement of Mr. Grunsky 
that this plant can be expanded to supply 109,000,000 gallons every 
da^r, but we have the statement of Colonel Hueur, an engineer of the 
United States Army of very high standing, that the plant can be 
expanded to supply at least 100,000,000 gallons per day. Some time 
in June of this year, at a dinner given by the Merchants' Association 
of San Francisco, which is a representative mercantile body, which 
was held for the purpose of discussing the water question and at 
which Doctor Giannini made a speech from the standpoint of the 
city, Colonel Hueur, because of his supposed disinterestedness and 
because of his supposed abiUty as an engineer, was called upon to 
present his views with reference to the water situation. He stated 
that it was folly to think about going to a source of supply so distant 
as Hetch Hetchy with the water possibiUties that existed within 50 
miles of San Francisco. He stated that the plant of the Spring Val- 
ley Water Company could be expanded to supply at least 100,000,000 
gaUons per day. He also statea that it was folly, in his opinion, to 
think or going to the expense of building this Hetch Hetchy system 
until a board had been appointed to examine that and all other sys- 
tems, and particularly all other Sierra systems. 

The Chairman. Wlio was that? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Col. W. H. Hueur, formerly an engineer of the 
United States Army, who was for years in charge of the engineering 
work of the army in San Francisco and in that locality. 

The Chaibman. I want to say to the committee that, having deter- 
mined at our last meeting informally that the hearings on the Hetch 
Hetchy proposition were closed, I assumed the responsibility this 
morning of asking Mr. Smith, the Director of the Geological Survey, 
and Assistant Secretary Pierce, of tlie Interior Department, to appear 
before the committee and give us some information in regard to the 
phosphate lands which have been withdrawn. Now, these gentlemen 
are both of them busv men, and I do not desire to hold them here 
unless we are going to have an opportunity to hear them this morning. 
I would Uke to know what tne wish of the committee is in that 
regard, whether we should go on at length; it is now 11 o'clock, and in 
any event I presume the conunittee can not sit longer than until about 
10 minutes to 12, which will be fifty minutes; whether we should go on 
with this hearing now and consume the balance of the morning, or 
suggest to the gentlemen who now desire to he heard that they be 
very brief and then hear Mr. Pierce and Mr. Smith. What is the 
desire of the committee i 
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Mr. Craig. As far as I am concerned. I want to hear fully about 
this Hetch Hetchy business, even if we nave to put it off to another 
day. 

Mr. Ferris. I want to hear some more about it. 

Mr. Craig. We might put this off until another day and hear the 
Secretary. 

The Chairman. I am sure that we do not want to keep the Secretary 
and Mr. Smith here if we can not hear them. 

Mr. Pierce. We can return at any other time. 

Mr. Gaines. These gentlemen live here, and I know it is an incon- 
venience to come here at all; but they hve here, and it seems to me 
that these other parties, who do not hve here, should be heard. 

The Chairman. Then if it is the desire of the committee that we 
consume time in this matter, would it be possible for you gentlemen 
to be here to-morrow? 

Mr. George Otis Smith. Any time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. We regret vey much putting you to this trouble 
and inconvenience; also Judge Payson and Mr. Brown, both of whom 
have been here on one or two occasions when it has been impossible 
to take up this other matter; but we will take it up to-morrow at 10 
o'clock sharp. Now, Mr. McCutcheon, we will hear you. 

Mr. McCutcheon. As I stated a moment ago, Colonel Hueur, at 
the banguet to which I called attention, stated that the properties of 
the Spring Valley Company could be developed to supply at least 
100,000,000 gallons per day, and that, in his opinion as an engineer, 
the Hetch Hetchy plan should not be adopted by the city until a 
board had been appointed to examine that and all other sources of 
Sierra supply and had determined that the Hetch Hetch}- was supe- 
rior to other sources of supply from the Sierras. 

I now come to the question that was put to me a few moments ago, 
as to whether or not there were or are fourteen other sources of 
supply. For a great many years Col. George H. Mendell, of the 
Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, was in charge of the 
engmeering work of the army in California. In 1877 he reported, at 
the request of the city of San Francisco, on the sources of the water 
supply available for the city. I have not Mr. MendelFs report here; 
I tried to get it before I left New York; I did not expect to come 
here until very late yesterday afternoon; but it can be found in the 
municipal reports of San Francisco for 1877, which I have no doubt 
can be had in the library here. In that report Colonel Mendell 
reported on fourteen sources of supply available for San Francisco. 
He is the same Colonel Mendell who was later appointed a member 
of the first board of public works of San Francisco, and was, I have no 
doubt Mr. Manson will agree, an engineer of very high standing and 
of a very high order of integrity. There arc some sources of Sierra 
supply, however, which were not included in Colonel Mendeirs 
report. In September last, as the result of correspondence had 
between the city of San Francisco and the Spring Valley Water 
Company, the company addressed a letter to the citj', in which it 
undertook, in the event that the city should buy its property — and, by 
the way, it said that if the city bought its property it would agree to 
sell it with a guaranteed development of at least 125,000,000 gallons 
per day — if the city bought this property, the company w^ould obtain, 
and turn over to it without cost, an option on a Sierra supply capable 
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of delivering into the system at Pleasanton 250,000,000 gallons per 
day; and I ma^say in passing that Pleasanton is a point in Alameda 
Comity — that is, across the bay from San Francisco — ^from which the 
company is now taking water. 

Mr. Craig. Is that aside from the 125,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That is in addition to the 125,000,000 gallons. 

The Chairman. I understand you to say that the company agreed, 
or offered to contract, to provide a supply of that character, in addi- 
tion to the 120,000,000 gallons supply which it now has or can 
develop? 

Mr. McCxjTCHEON. No; you have misunderstood me or I have not 
made mvself plain. The company stated in this correspondence that 
it was about to obtain an option for the purchase of a Sierra supply 
capable of delivering 250,000,000 gallons per day at Pleasanton; that 
in the event the city bought the property of the company, the com- 
pany would turn that oj tion over to the city without cost. Of course, 
It is perfectly apparent that there is a difference between that and an 
obligation on the part of the company to deUver 250,000,000 gallons, 
because the question might naturally arise: What are the terms of 
that option? We do not know. They may be prohiVitive. But 1 
am not discussing that now; I am simj.ly stating that there are other 
sources of Sierra supply. The source of supply referred to by the 
company is in the county of Nevada, in the State of California, and 
it may not be amiss here to suggest — because it has been said to me 
that some members of the committee have the understanding that 
while there may be other sources of supply in the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains — that there are no other sources of supply having ample 
storage, or a possibiUty of amrle reservoir sites. 

Ihe Chairman. Or surrounding which there is not danger of serious 
contamination. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I undertake, Mr. Chairman, to say this to you, 
and I will not leave it on my unsupported statement; I undertake to 
say to you that in the county of Nevada, at an elevation of more 
than 6,000 feet, in a granite country, where there is no possibility of 
contamination or pollution, there can be withdrawn a supplv of over 
200,000,000 gallons per day. 

The Chairman. From what stream is that? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. From the streams feeding the middle and south 
forks of the Yuba River. As I say to you, I will not leave that on 
my unsupported statement. 

Mr. Ferris. How far from San Francisco? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I should say between 190 and 200 miles, a little 
farther than Hetch Hetchy, but not so much farther as to make it 
prohibitive. 

Mr. Gaines. Who owns that property ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That is o\vTied by a corporaticm known as the 
Northern Water and Power Company of California, the principal 
owner of which is Mr. Bourne, wno is the president of the Spring 
Valley Water Company. As I say, I do not leave that on my unsup- 

Eorted statement. You have, as a member of Congress, Mr. Engie- 
right, who is an engineer by profession, who has spent twentv or 
twenty-five years of his life in managing water companies in Cali- 
fornia, and who is as famiUar with water conditions in the northern 
part of California as any man. I have not discussed the matter 
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with Mr. Englebright, but I am so positive of the statement I make 
to you that I have no question that if you will call Mr. Englebri^ht 
to you he will tell you that that is the fact. There is no possibility 
of contamination; no question in God's world can arise as to ample 
storage capacity. These are properties which, years ago, were 
acquired b}r hydraulic mining companies. You all know that 
hydraulic mining in California has been enjoined. It was enjoined 
on account of the fact that the d6bris was washed down into the 
streams leading from the mountains, into the Sacramento River, 
and was gradually interfering with the navigability of the river, ana 
the Government instituted suits to enjoin the carrying on of that 
business, and those suits resulted in permanent injunctions being 
issued against those hydraulic mining companies. 1 do not know 
whether you are familiar with the operations of hydraulic mining 
or not, but carrying on that mining on a large scale requires an 
enormous amount of water. They literally wash hill sides down by 
the force of the water. In order to carry on their operations, it 
was necessary for them to acquire large supplies of water in the 
mountains. There were three companies very prominent in Cali- 
fornia in early days. Mr. Hayes, who has been identified with 
mining, undoubtedly knows them by reputation. One was the 
North Bloomfield Company, one was the Eureka Lake and Mining 
Company, and the third was the Milton Company. Each one had 
its own system of reservoirs on the high mountains, at an elevation 
of more than 6,000 feet, where there is no possibility of contamina- 
tion, and where the water is as pure as any water can be. They 
all had their supplies in high mountains, and when hydraulic mining 
was enjoined there was practically no market or use for that water, 
and the water remains there to-day, to be boudit or condemned, 
if you please, by San Francisco, or by anybody else who may be in 
the market, and so far as the purity is concerned, so far as the 
possibility of the storage is concerned, so far as freedom from pollu- 
tion or contamination is concerned, there is no source of supply in 
California that is equal to the on^ I have mentioned. 

Mr. Gaines. How much would it cost to build a reservoir up there? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The reservoirs are built; the reservoirs exist. 

The Chairman. How large are the reservoirs that have been built 
on those streams? 

Mr. McOuTCiiEON. It is very difficult for me to say how laro;e they 
are, but I have heard it said that the reservoir connected with what 
I have described as the North Bloomfield system with the natural 
run-off — and those reservoirs are fed by perennial streams — would 
supply from 2,500 to 3,000 inches per day. You are familiar, Mr. 
Chairman, with an inch of water, and of course you know that is an 
enormous quantity. In an inch of water flowing twenty-four hours 
there are approximately 14,000 gallons. As I say, I do not rest that 
on my unsupported statement, but it is a fact within the knowledge 
of one of your own members. 

Now, tnere is another thought that occurs to me with reference to 
this matter. 

Mr. Ferris. Just a moment before you leave that point. I under- 
stand you to say that we can depend on the fact that Mr. Englebright 
will support you in that statement. How much farther away is tnis 
from San Francisco than Hetch Hetchv? 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. I would prefer to take Mr. Manson's statement 
for that. I do not think it is more than 20 miles from there. 

Mr. Hayes. About 40, I think. 

Mr. Manson. I placed in the hands of the chairman yesterday 
morning a map which shows the relative position of all of these, and 
it can very readily be seen how much farther north it is than the 
source we nave chosen, which is immdeiately east of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. Who employs Mr. Grunsky now? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Mr. GrunsVy is now engaged in private practice. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you know who employs him? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No; I do not. 

Mr. Gaines. Have any of these water companies got him in their 
employ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, sir; I can state that unqualifiedly. 

Mr. Gaines.. We are glad to hear that. I want to read a couple of 
paragraphs, eight or ten lines, so as to get your opinion about what he 
says as city engineer of San 1 rancisco. He is tallcing about the water 
supply, and so forth. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Pardon me; is this a quotation from Mr. 
Grunskv ? 

Mr. (jaines. I am quoting from Mr. Grunsky now: 

It appears from what has been said in the foregoine pages and the earlier reports 
herein referred to, that the Spring Valley Water Worxs system, to the extent of its 
capacity, ranks first in the reliability of service; that the Tuolumne River project 
ranks highest in the quality and quantity of water; that in the matter of first cost 
to the city, the advantage should be in favor of the Spring Valley system. (A sale 
at a fair price is to be assumed.) 

And you say it is $32,000,000? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I say that is the price at which we oJ0fered it. 

Mr. Gaines (reading) : 

It is to be added that in the matter of operation it remains uncertain which sys- 
tem, the Tuolumne River project or the Spnng Valley Water Works, would have the 
advantage — the probability being in favor of the newer system. 

Under a combination of those two projects only a part of the Spring Valley Water 
Works properties would be required. Whether sucn combination would prove of 
advantage to the city can not well be determined in advance of an agreement upon 
the price at which the necessary parts of the established system could be acquired. 

I want to call your attention to what he states here oflBcially, so 
that it may go in the record along with what he states there unoffi- 
cially. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Of course, you understand me that the only 
point to which I have called your attention from Mr. Grunsky s 
report is his statement that there can be supplied from the property 
of the Spring Valley T\ater Company 1C9,CC0,CC0 gallons per day. 
The present consumption bein^r 32,CC0,CC0 gallons per day, it nec- 
essarily appears that it is possible to supply more than three times 
the present consumption from the existing plant. 

Mr. Gaines. Bather than to interrupt you later on, I wish you 
would, as fully as you can, answer me why it is that San Francisco 
has been trying to get possession of — that is, ownership of, I presume — 
the water rights since 1871 and has not got them? 

Mr. McCnTCHEON. There has been an agitation, as I said a while 
ago, in California a great many years for the acquisition of a publicly 
owned plant, particularly in San Francisco. It has been a subject of a 
great deal or discussion. It has been suggested that^ as other munic^ 
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ipalities own their water supplies it was thought proper that San 
Francisco should own its supply. I think as far back as 1876 there 
was an act passed by the legislature authorizing San Francisco to 
acqtiire its water supply, and it was suggested at one time that San 
Francisco was about to buy some of the property which the Spring 
Valley Water Company now owns, but that the Spring Valley Water 
Company was a little quicker on the trigger than the city and the 
Spring Valley got that property, and that that blocked the effort of 
the city to acquire this water supply at that time. Since then there 
has been no reason, so far as I know, why the city of San Francisco 
might not have resorted to condemnation, to the exercise of the right 
of eminent domain, to acquire its water supply, as every city does 
when it desires to acquire a water supply. There has been nothing in 
the law to prevent it from exercising that right. It has never made 
any effort to exercise that right; it is not making any effort to exercise 
that right to-day. Why it does not do that I am not advised. Prob- 
ably the representatives of the city can more satisfactorily answer 
that question than I. 

Mr. Ferris. Just one question, which is a little at right angles 
with Mr. Gaines's suggestion, but w^iile you are interrupted I want 
to interrupt you a little further. What requisition or what demand 
has been made, or what steps have been taken on the part of the 
municipality of San Francisco to get your company to extend the 
lines, and if any such effort has been made, what amount of water 
would be required, in addition to the 32,000,000 gallons, to equal 
an amount sufficient to run the city? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The city has in various ways requested, and 
I do not know but what I can go so far as to say has demanded, 
that we should extend our mains. If we were to extend our mains, 
the demand in the whole of San Francisco to-day would not exceed 
the quantity of water which we are delivering to San Francisco* 
The delivery to-day is 36,000,000 gallons; that is, the possibiHty of 
delivery. The consumption is 32,000,000 gallons, so we have a lee- 
way of 4,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. Ferris. Then if your lines or mains were extended in keep- 
ing with their present request or demand, they would not, in your 
judgment, consume more than 36,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, indeed; they would not. Let me go a 
Uttle further on that line. By the expenditure of a comparatively 
small amount of money, say half a mulion dollars, we can increase 
the daily delivery to San Francisco to more than 40,000,000 gallons. 
That does not mean that we will develop any additional water. It 
simply means that we will increase our pipe capacitv from our exist- 
ing development and be able to deliver in San Francisco, of the 
water now developed, 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 gallons more per day 
than we can deliver at present. I want you gentlemen to bear in 
mind all the time that it is not scarcity of water that is at all respon- 
sible for the shortacje of water in any locality in San Francisco. 

Mr. Parsons. Why do you not extend your mains? 

Mr. Smith. He answered that before you came in. 

Mr. Gaines. He said they did not have the money. 

Mr. Parsons. Very well, then, I do not want you to repeat your 
answer. 
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Mr. Craig. You said that the price asked by your company for 
its franchise and works was $32,000,000. Has the value of the 
franchise and works ever been appraised by any board representing 
the city? I presume that such must have been the case, in view or 
the fact that they have been fixing the rates. What was that 
appraisement? 

Mr. MoGuTCHEON. I think the last appraisement was slightly 
upward of $25,000,000. 

Mr. Craig. That w^as by a board representing the city ^ 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That was by Mr. Manson, the city engineer. 
After that appraisement was fixed and after it was accepted as a 
basis for the rates which were established by the legislative body — 
the board of supervisors, it Ls styled — we filed a bill in the circuit court 
of the United States, and on account of his supposed disqualifica- 
tion our local district judge, who was sitting in the local circuit court, 
did not feel that he wanted to try the case and he called the district 
judge from Nevada, and upon hearing the court found that that valua- 
tion was too low, held that the rate fixed was confiscatory, and 
enjoined its enforcement until the final determination of the case. 

Mr, Gaines. What has been finally done? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That was only two or three months ago, and 
the testimony has not been taken as yet. 

Mr. Gaines. Has he written any opinion in the case ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. Has it been reported? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; would you like a copy? 

Mr. Gaines. Yes. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I will send a printed copy to each member of the 
committee. 

Mr. Craig. It is an opinion on the preliminary injunction? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. It is an opinion on the preliminary injunction. 
The court goes into the subject quite fully and discusses it at con- 
siderable length. 

Mr. Parsons. Has it been printed in the Federal Reporter? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I think it has; it must have been, because the 
opinion was rendered before the 1st of November, and it must have 
been printed. 

Mr. Parsons. What is the title of the case? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Spring Valley Water Company v. The City and 
Coimty of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. Is there any difference between the valuation put upon 
that property by the court and that by the assessors or municipal 
officials? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. By the city engineer, you mean? 

Mr. Gaines. Yes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Gaines. Which way; what did the court do? 

Mr. McCutcheon. The valuation of the city engineer was 
$25,000,000. The court found that, for the purposes of that applica- 
tion, the property of the company in use was $27,553,000, I think, 
and that property not in use was of the value of $4,000,000. 

Mr. Ferris. Making about $31,000,000. 

Mr. McCutcheon. $31,000,000. 
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Mr. Robinson. What was the rate temporarily enjoined, if you 
know? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Of course, you know, the rate schedule is a very 
long document. 

Air. Robinson. Yes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. But probably I can answer that question by 
stating that after determining that the property was worth 
$25,000,000 the committee fixed a rate which it said would yield 5 
per cent on the valuation. Does that answer the question ? 

Mr. Robinson. With the further information as to whether that 5 
per cent was to be net profit or to include also operating expenses. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Tne rate-fixing board, in determining operating 
expenses, refused to allow us anything for depreciation. It excluded 
any allowance for depreciation, and fixed 5 per cent over and above 
the actual operating expenses as the return to which the company 
was entitled. The court found, first, that the valuation fixed by the 
board was too low, and secondly, that it was confiscation to refiise to 
allow us anything for depreciation; that depreciation was the cost of 
operation. 

Mr. Manson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the valuation the 
company fixed upon its property and the basis of the valuation upon 
which it asked a revenue. 

Mr. McCutcheon. The company, in its bill, alleged that its prop- 
erty in use was worth $45,000,000; that its property not in use, but 
which would become necessary in the future, was worth $7,500,000. 
I think I imderstand the point in the mind of Mr. Manson. 

Mr. Gaines. That bill, of course, was sworn to ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. That bill was sworn to. 

Mr. Gaines. By whom? 

Mr. McCutcheon. By the president of the company. 

The Chairman. The company had offered this property to the city 
for a considerably smaller amount? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. I would like to make a statement in that regard, 
that the company has never made a bona fide offer to the city of San 
Francisco. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Let me tell you what the company did. There 
grew out of this rate-fixing controversy a good deal of discussion. 
There was a water-rates committee, consisting of three members of 
the board of supervisors. That water-rates committee made two 
reports to the board — a majority and a minority report. After an 
ordinance had been passed fixing the rates there was a suggestion made 
that a larger committee should be appointed to inquire into the 
water conditions generally, and a committee of nine members, known 
as the *' committee on water supply,'' was appointed, of which Doctor 
Giannini was a member. That committee requested, after a discus- 
sion, the company to state in writing, first, for what price it would 
sell its property to the city, and, second, to state to the board in 
writing the basis upon which it deemed rates should be fixed. It 
complied with that request. The president, in a letter to the board 
of supervisors, stated that the directors would recommend to the 
stocknolders the sale of the property at $32,000,000, explaining that, 
in the opinion of the directors, that was very much below the value 
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of the property, but that on account of the friction that had existed 
for years between the city and the company, and in order to remove 
that for the future, the board would recommend to the stockholders 
the sale of the property at that price, notwithstanding their belief 
that it was worth very much more. That was not the belief of the 
directors alone, but it was supported by the opinions of eminent 
engineers. Mr. Stearn, who has just been appointed on the Panama 
Commission, and who is a man of very high standing, as you probably 
all know, testified that, in his opinion, tne property of the company 
was worth something over $50,000,000. I do not undertake to recall 
his language accurately, but in the neighborhood of $50,000,000. 

Mr. Smith. Will you state who Mr. Steam is and where he lives? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Mr. Steam is an eminent engineer of Boston, 
Mass., who has been identified with some of the largest engineering 
enterprises in this country. He is a man of very high standing, as 
I think Mr. Manson will agree. 

Mr. Manson. Mr. Steam is the chief engineer of the metropolitan 
water board that siipplies the city of Boston and the surrounding, 
communities, some fifteen or twenty in number, with water, and is 
in charge of the great developments that are o^vned by the water 
commission and operated in the interests of the municipalities. 

The Chairman. How did Mr. Steam come to make his estimate? 

Mr. Manson. He was employed by the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany in a previous suit of tne company for rates fixed by the board 
of supervasors, I think in 1903-4, a suit previous to the one w^hich 
has been called to your attention, and if I mistake not, the value 
asked by the company was $56,000,000. 

Mr. McCutcheon. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. Manson. It was certainl}- more than $52,000,000 and I think 
it was $56,000,000. If Mr. McCutcheon has documentary evidence, 
of course I will accept it. V 

ifr. McCutcheon. I have not docimientaiy evidence, but you 
are mistaken about that. 

Mr. Manson. Wlmt was it^ 

Mr. McCiTTCHEON. $52,500,000. 

Mr. Parsons. In that valuation of $50,000,000 did Mr. Stearn 
say that he valued the franchise at a particular amount ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, he did put a value upon the franchise, but 
exactly what that value was I am unable now to say. It was not to 
exceea $5,000,000, however. 

Mr. Craig. Was the franchise taken into consideration by the 
court in fixing this value of $31,500,000? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, except to this extent, we asked for an 
independent value on the fi-anchise, and the court said he did think 
the franchise was property, and we had not offered him information 
that enabled him to say what that value was, but if it had any value 
it would be taken into consideration. Then he took the market 
value of the stock at a period before what I am pleased to call the 
attacks of the board of supei-visors upon the water company; he took 
that stock value, that market value, as the basis of the valuation of 
the property. 

Mr. Parsons. Was there any evidence of the amount of money 
that had been invested in the plant from the beginning as capital? 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON . Yes. My recollection is that there was a showing 
that the amount actually invested, without interest, was some 
$28,000,000. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. McCutcheon, on the point of the bona iides of 
your offer to sell your property to the city of San Francisco, and in 
view of the questions tnat Doctor Giannini has asked you, or rather 
his statement, I want to read you just a line from Mr. Manson's 
report of March, 1907, printed in this book: 

The board of supervisors in 1902-4 called for offers of the Spring Valley Water 
Works and properties. But the requests were either technically avoiaed or ignored. 

Mr. McCutcheon. In 1902-1904? 

Mr. Gaines. That is on page 11. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I was not identified with the company at that 
time, and I would be willing to take Mr. MansonSs word for it. 

Mr. Gaines. He states tliat in this book. You say you do not 
know about that? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I would not undertake to contradict Mr. Man- 
son on that or question the truthfulness of his statement. I was 
not identified wdth the company at that time, but, however, assuming 
all that to be true, we come back to the suggestion I made awhile 
ago, What is to prevent this municipality from exercising the right 
of eminent domain? 

Mr. Gaines. How is it going to hurt your property for Congress to 
give these people in San Francisco County the right to build this 
reservoir, if they do not build it, but ultimately buy your property? 

Mr. McCutcheon. It is going to hurt us in this w^ay there: If you 
were a part of the investing pubUc and the securities of this com- 
pany were offered for sale, in order to enable it to extend its mains 
and take care of the parts of San Francisco that are not getting a 
supply, would you l^uy them ? 

Mr. Gaines. San Francisco can not buy it, and you are holding a 
club over her head. I am trying to get at the bottom of the thing. 
Here she has been since 1871 trying to get possession of water rights 
and has failed, and now she comes here and says, ''Give us libertv; 
and let us go and build our own independent concern. Give us lib- 
erty; give us water.^^ You say there is plenty of water, but she 
can not possess herself of it. 

Mr. McCutcheon. AVhy can she not^ 

Mr. Gaines. I do not Icnow. I am dealing with a bald-faced fact. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I say in answer to your question that the law 
gives her the riglit to do that. 

Mr. Gaines. She sa^'s she has been trying that for thirty years. 

The Chairman. Has the city of San Francisco ever made any 
definite tender to the Spring Valley Water Company, or offer of am" 
kind ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Has it at any time sought officially to purchase 
your plant? 

Mr. McCutcheon. It has done this. As I say to you, we sent this 
letter to them in which we named $32,000,000 as the price wliich the 
board of directore would recommend to the company. In answ^er to 
that some member of the committee said they thought the stock- 
holders should act upon it. The president repUed that if the com- 
mittee would indicate it was favorable to that offer the stockholders 
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would be called together and the offer would be approved. That was 
the last that the directors of the Spring Valley Water Company ever 
heard of that matter. 

The Chairman. No further action was taken ^ 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No further action was taken. 

Mr. Gaines. When were you employed by the company^ 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. In April of last year, or March. 

The Chairman. Then I understand this to be the condition of 
affairs, that the Spring Valley Water Company has never definitely, 
officially, and finally fixed a price on its property to the city of San 
Francisco, and that, on the other hand, the city of San Francisco has 
never definitely and officially directed an inquiry as to the value at 
which the company held its property, or made an offer or tender to the 
company. Is that true; is that statement true on both sides? 

Mr. ilANSON. Not exactly, sir. It lacks one very essential element, 
namely, this, the mode in which San Francisco, under the law, is per- 
mitted to solicit an offer from the Spring Valley W^ater Company is 
distinctly defined in its charter. Whenever that mode has been fol- 
lowed, from 1900 until this time, some way or other has been gotten 
to keep it from being fulfilled. 

The Chairman. What is that mode< 

Mr. Manson. The first provision in the charter is that the city 
shall cause to be made an estimate from the various sources from 
which the city can be supplied, and in order to give its citizens an 
opportunity to purchase the existing supply that Uiey shall solicit an 
offer of sale. The city authorities are not authorized to name a price, 
but to solicit an offer of sale and submit that to the city. 

The Chairman. Have the citv authorities, in a formal way, ever 
sohcited? 

Mr. Manson. Repeatedly. The first solicitation wa.s made in 1902. 
Unfortunately, all of the technical requirements of the charter were 
not fulfilled by the city authorities, and advantage was taken of that 
hj the predecessor of the present attorney of the Spring Valley, Mr. 
Kellogg, and he called attention that were the Spring Valley to make 
that offer it would be illegal under the charter, and that was thwarted. 
It then became necessary to amend the charter and to make estimates 
upon any one of our sources, or any group of sources, that might be 
deemed adequate by the board of supervisors. That amendment 
required two years, the city meanwhile fairly under the control of the 
Reuf-Schmitz outfit. They repudiated all the steps that had been 
taken by the previous board or supervisors and, as Mr. McCutcheon 
has related, declared the franchise forfeited in the interest of a cor- 
poration which was then dickering, through the Reuf-Schmitz outfit, 
to sell to the citj'' another source of supply for $10,500,000, of which 
$1,000,000 was to go e^a a dividend to trie outfit asking it. That was 
the basis of that particular one. 

Mr. Smith. A million was to go to whom i 

Mr. Manson. To the Reuf-Schmitz outfit. 

Mr. Craig. What company was tha,t'i 

Mr. Manson. That was ike Bay Cities Water Company, another 
company controlling one of these available sources. 

The Qiairman. That was a rather modest commission, as those 
things go in San Francisco, was it not ? 

Mr. Manson. Very much so. 
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Mr. Craig. Is there any connection between the Bay Cities Water 
Company and the Spring Valley Water Company? 

Mr. Manson. None whatever that I know of. In fact, they were 
just exactly the reverse. They repealed the charter of the Spring 
Valley Water Company, in my opinion, for the purpose of depressing 
the Spring Vallev properties and everything to get this other into a 
position to swindle the city. 

Mr. Parsons. What supply did the Bay Cities Water Company 
furnish? 

Mr. Mansox. One of these other available supplies from the 
Sierras, known as the South Fork of the American Kiver. I wanted 
to answer the chairman's question. The next offer was made in 
1908, the next solicitation. Previous to making that solicitation it 
was necessary to make the estimate of the cost of introducing w^ater. 
I made that estimate largely on previous work that had been done 
under my direction and Colonel Alendell's, when Mr. Grunsky was 
the citv engineer, submitted it, and before that offer could be con- 
sidered by the company, the tentative offer which Mr. McCutcheon 
has explained as an offer on the part of the trustees to recommend to 
the stockholders a price that they would offer — mind you, not an 
offer under the charter in any way, shape, or form — even that offer 
was withdrawn, and inside of twenty-four hours a suit was instituted 
with $20,000,000 added to it, with $52,000,000 as the basis of that act. 

The Chairman. But I understand you to say that the city did not 
pursue the matter of its offer. You say that before the city could 
make its offer, an offer was made by the water company ? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; an alleged offer was made by the water com- 
panv, and the citv did pursue its offer by ordinance and submitted it 
to tne Spring Vallev Water Company, and no definite answer has been 
submitted to that legal offer. 

The Chairman. When was that definite offer made ? 

Mr. Manson. In March or April, 1908, right along in that time. 

Doctor Giannini. I probably could answer that, oecause I was a 
member of the committee that recommended the offer to the board. 
At the proper time in the proceedings the city of San Francisco, by 
ordinance, the ordinance recommended by the committee of which I 
am chairman, solicited an offer from the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany, and we did not get that offer. 

The Chairman. Tliat was in March of last vear? 

Doctor Giannini. Yes, sir; a few months ago. Then, prior to the 
election on November 12, in order to place our position squarely before 
the public, we again, at my direction, wrote a letter to the Sprmg Val- 
ley Water Company and asked them if they would not please give us 
an offer on their properties. No offer was made. We have repeatedly 
by ordinance and by letter, privately through friends, and in all possi- 
ble ways, endeavored to se(;ure an offer from the Spring Valley Water 
Company, and we have not, until this day, received an offer from them. 
The offer that Mr. McCutcheon refers to was not a bona fide offer. 
They came before my committee and told us that tlie directors would 
recommend $32,000,000 to the stockholders. We requested them to 
get tliat permission from tlie stockliolders and place that offer in 
writing, and they have not, to this day, complied with the request. 
I have not the evidence; I am sorrv I did not Know it, but I have not 
the evidence, but I can get it at tfie hotel. 
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The Chairman. Mr. McCutcheon, you may now go on. 

Mr. Craig. Before he starts there is one irfatter that I would Uke to 
get cleared up in mvmind. Is there not some proceeding provided for 
in the laws of California to fit such cases as this, where a water com- 
pany and a municipality can not agree, so that appraisers can be 
appointed and the thing settled; m other words, condemn the 
property ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Most assuredly; the exercise of the right of 
eminent domain is open to this municipality everv day, and has been 
open to it every day of the period referred to by these two gentlemen. 

Mr. Ferris. There is nothing in your charter abridging that? 

Mr. McCutcheon. On the contrary, the charter was amended two 
years ago so as to expressly provide that the company could by pur- 
chase or condemnati(m acquire extraterritorial property. 

Mr. Smith. You mean the city? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, the city could; of course I meant the city. 

The Chairman. Do you care to say why the water company did 
not make a more definite offer? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I am perfectly willing, sir. S() far as any con- 
fidential relation existing between hie and the Spring Valley Com- 
pany is concerned, I want you gentlemen to understand that the bars 
are down; I will not decline to answer anything. 

Mr. Gaines. You can make an offer just as well after this resolution 
is passed the House as before. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I was answering Mr. Manaon's suggestion as to 
the effect that the passage of this resolution would have upon the 
Spring Valley Company. I think it is apparent to all of you gentle- 
men that it will necessarily have the effect of putting the Spring 
Valley Company at a very great disadvantage, but it will have this 
effect: San Francisco is ciependent and will be dependent upon this 
source for a period of ten or fifteen years. It goes without saying, 
and it is not necessary for me to elalbiorate it, that the passage of this 
resolution by Congress will be looked uoon by the investing public as 
inimical to the interests of the Spring Valley Company, and no sane 
man will buy one of its securities. Flow, then, is the Spring Valley 
Company to get the money with which to make these extensions? 
By tnis policy, which has been pursued by the board of supervisors 
for the past seven or eight years, the market of its securities nas been 
very materially reduced. Its bonds, which are unquestionably 
amply secured — and they are unquestionable, because tne valuation 
put upon the property liy Mr. Manson shows that there is a margin 
of $9,000,000 or $10,000,000 over the bonded indebtedness— are sell- 
ing in the market to-day for 84 or 85. 

The Chairman. The company has no accumulation? 

Mr. McCutcheon. The company has no accumulation. Not onl^ 
has it no accumulation, but the net result to the stockholders of this 
company for a period of seven and a half years, and in that I include a 

gayment of an assessment of $3 after the San Francisco earthquake, 
as been a dividend of 1.95 per cent per annum upon the property 
value. 

Mr. Parsons. How much of that was due to the earthquake? 
Mr. McCutcheon. We paid an earthquake loss of $880,000. 
Mr. Parsons. And you deducted that from the gross amount of 
dividends of those years in order to get that?. 
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Mr. McCuTCHEOx. In (yder to arrive at tliis result. 

Mr. Gaines. How much was it when you had no earthquake i 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Independently of the loss caused by the earth- 
Quake I think I am well witliin the mark when I say the net result to 
tne stockholders for seven and a half years would have been 2.5 per 
cent per annum. 

Mr. Gaines. At that rate, Mr. McCutchecm, how are you going to 
put these other pipes there and extend as the city grows. And tnatcity 
18 growing, we all know. You have not money enough to put them 
where the people now are and want water and have none. If you 
have not money now when are you going to have it, not only to give 
it to these people, but to extend as the city grows ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEox. We will have it just as soon as this board of su- 

Kervisors w411 treat us fairly; just as soon as their treatment of us shall 
e such as to indicate to the investing public that there is some stabil- 
ity in the securities of the Spring Valley Water Company ; just so soon 
will our securities be reestablished in the market and will we be able to 
sell them and obtain the monev necessarv' to make these extensions. 

The Chairman. What amount of bonds have you outstanding? 

Mr. McCuTcnEox. About «17,500,00(). 

The Chairman. And what is the stock worths 

Mr. McCuTCHEOx. The par value of the stock is $28,000,000, but we 
treat it as worth $50 a share. If I may take a moment, the prede- 
cessor of the Spring Valley Water Company was the Spring Valley 
Water Works. The capital stock of that company was $14,000,000. 
The bonded indebtedness of a California corporation can not exceed 
the amount of its capital stock. In order that a corporation might be 
enabled to issue bonds in excess of $14,000,000, it was necessary to 
either increase the capital stock of the old corporation or to form a new 
corporation with a greater capital stock. As the term of existence of 
the old corporation was about to expire, this new company, caUed the 
''Spring Vallev Water Company,^' was formed with a capital stock of 
$28,000,000, the property of the old company was turned over to it, 
and the sharehoklers in the old company received two shares of stock 
of the new company for one share of stock of the old company; but 
when I gave you the dividends which the stockholders of the company 
had received! treated the capital as onlv $14,000,000, not $28,000,000. 

The Chairman. And the oonds are fiow^ much? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Seventeen milHon five hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. Parsons. Then the total capital, counting bonds and stocks, 
is 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Approxirnateh; $32,000,000. 

The Chairman. And on that basis the returns have been as you 
have stated i 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. As I have stated. 

Mr. Parsons. What interest do the bonds pay ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Four per cent. 

Mr. Parsons. Did that $14,000,000 of the Water Works Company 
represent cash put in? 

aIt. McCuTCHEON. I was asked — 1 do not know but what you 
asked me- -sometime ago how much the investment actually was. 
My recollection is that in the litigation in which testimony was taken, 
and there have been several of tliese litigations, there was evidence 
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of the accountants of the company to tlie effect that the actual 
cash investment was $28,000,000/ That S28, 000,000 included ail 
the money which had been paid for the cai)ital stock, which had been 
issued, and some of it had been issued, of course, below par, and the 
money realized on the sale of bonds. 

Mr. Gaines. Now, Mr. McCutcheon, why did you not, when 
Doctor Giannini and his official associates recjuested a bona fide 
offer for your property — in writing, of course, as it would have to 
be — not submit it m writinjr so that the board could act on iti! 

Mr. McCutcheon. Mr. Manson, as I said to you, thought the 
charter of San Francisco provided that an offer shall be made in a 
certain way, and inasnmch as there is a difference between Mr. 
Manson and me as to what tlie provision is, I think it would be well 
for you to read the charter, because no one reading the charter could 
entertain a different opinion from the one I express, I think [laughter]; 
the charter provides that the board of public works shall prepare 
plans, and it also provides that before acquiring any water works by 
original construction the city shall invite offers of theexistinj^ property. 
It then goes on to provide that the city may acquire, by original con- 
struction or condemnation, anywhere within the State of (California, 
property for water supply. Tliey asked us — that is, this conmiittee 
on water supply — to name a price for our property. The president of 
the company addressed a letter, as I have heretofore stated, and said 
that a recommendation would be made to the stockholder's. ^Vhile 
that letter \vas pending before the committee on water supply the 
board of supervisors of San Francisco, by formal ordinance, declared 
that it was desirable that the city should acquire its own supply, and 
it specified Hetch Hetcliy as the system desirable to be acquired by 
the citv. Now, bear in mind the chronology. They first filed plans, 
then tiiey formally declared that the citv should acquire its own 
supply, and that that supply which it should acquire was Hetch 
Hetchy. 

Mr. Gaines. When was that i 

Mr. McCuTOHEON. That was in the month of June, 1908. If 
there is any controvei*sy about this, all you need to do is to call for a 
certified copy of the minutes of the ooard of supervisors of San 
Francisco. I am stating this accurately, and I have no doubt it will 
be borne out by the records. 

The Chairman. I understand there is no misundei-standing now 
as to these facts now being stated 'i 

Mr. Manson. None whatever. The charter provides that the 
proper steps shall be followed, and we distinctly followed them, car- 
ried them out exactly, and have not got an offer yet. 

The Chairman. And this is also true, that immediately after the 
request was made upon the part of the wat-er company for an offer, 
the board of supervisors did finally 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; the chronology is right but not the facts. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Not only is the chronology correct, but the fact 
is correct. I used it in the litigation before the circuit court of the 
United States. After the board had declared in favor of Iletch 
Hetchy they called upon the Spring Valley Company to name a 
price for its property. Grouping those facts, I say m further answer 
to two or three questions that have been put to me to-day, that the 
purpose of that could only have been to use it as a club against 
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Spring Valley; it could not have been for any other purpose. '^We 
have formally declared in favor of the acquisition of the Hetch 
Hetchy system. Now, with knowledge of our action to that effect, 
we ask you if you want to name a price on your property?'' I am 
not mistaken as to the chronology. 

The Chairman. As I imderstand it, the company decHned to place 
a price on its property under those conditions? 

Mr. McCuTCiiEox. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. AVTiicli they did not consider conditions contem- 
plated by the charter? 

Mr. AlcCuTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hayes. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest that it was some 
three or four months, as I remember it, after tlie city asked the nam- 
ing of the price, before the otlier ordinance was pasvsed, and the com- 
pany had ample opportunity. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. You are mistaken, Mr. Hayes, with all due 
respect to you. 

Mr. Hayes. In June or July the ordinance was passed, and the 
offer was asked in March. ^ 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I think I can give you the chronology. The 
only offer asked in March was an offer at a committee meeting. There 
was no resolution passed by the board of supervisors in March. It 
was not in March, to be accurate; it was in the month of April, at a 
meeting of the committee on water supply in April, and at a 
discussion had before that committee the president or the company 
was requested to state in \\Titin^ what the company would take for 
the property. There was no action by the board of supervisors itself 
looking to an offer from the Spring Valley Water Company until the 
month of June. As to that I am absolutely correct. 

Mr. Manson. I wanted to say in conclusion, this being practically 
in the nature of a reopening of the case, that I will jisk permission on 
behalf of the city to answer what has been said. 

The Chairman. You shall have that opportunity. 

Mr. Parsons. What is the status of that case in the United States 
circuit court — the present status? Has it been appealed to the cir- 
cuit court of appeals? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No; it lias not. Do you mean the last one I 
spoke of? 

Mr. Parsons. Yes. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The one hi which the prehminary injunction 
was issued last April? 

Mr. Parsons. That was only a preliminary injunction? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That was a preliminary injunction. There was 
no appeal. 

Mr. Smith. In all of these suits during the last six or eight years 
to enjoin the collection of rates you have mentioned, none of them 
has gone beyond the prehminary stage? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Parsons. There is no final adjudication as to just what your 
property is worth? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No; and that is one suggestion we have made 
to the city in these various negotiations, all this correspondence we 
have had, that the matter was pending before an independent tribunal 
who would, in a comparatively short time, determine what the value 
was. 
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Mr. Gaines. You stated a while ago very clearly, I thought, that 
there were two provisions in the charter for acquiring water rights by 
the city; that is, by original construction, as by owning their own 
plant, and the other is to buy. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Or condemn. 

Mr. Gaines. You say they can do either, and of course they can. 
Your concern has existed under that kind of a big stick, as it were. 
It exists now under it, and all those water companies are living under 
it. so the ordinance has not interfered much with the integrity or value 
or that property. Kow, then, you sav that if this ordinance is passed, 
this Hetch Hetchy right, that it will interfere very much with the 
value of your property. Will it not also interfere with the value of 
the sister water companies out there just as much as with yours if the 
city buys this and runs it as a public concern ? 

Sfr. McCutcheon. I do not know but that it may; possibly it may 
interfere with the value of others. 

Mr. Gaines. Then if it buys yours — it may do that, at all events — 
you are willing to sell it to the city at a fair price ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Always have been. 

Mr. Gaines. And you are looking out for your own company, and 
the other companies may take care of themselves. I want to bring 
it to your attention that if the city buys your concern and makes it 
public waterworks, as it will do if it builds the Hetch Hetchy, that 
your concern being bought by the city will interfere with the value of 
the others. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Not at all, because if ours is bought by the city 
it will be bought for the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. What is to become of the other companies? 

Mr. McCutcheon. There are no others; we are the sole reliance of 
San Francisco for water. 

Mr. Gaines. Are there no other companies out there? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, sir. We own the whole water j)rivilege 
there. I may say tliat that is not to the disadvantage of San Fran- 
cisco, Mr. Gaines, but it is to its advantage. The fact that the Spring 
Valley Water Company has embraced those properties for a public 
use for the benefit of San Francisco is to tlie beneiit of San Francisco, 
and not to its detriment. 

Mr. Gaines. Why did you not go along and defeat the proposition 
in the charter here giving tjie city the riglit to erect a reservoir by 
original construction f 

Mr. McCutcheon. You say why did we not ( 1 do not think I 
would have been feitile enough to have defeated that in any way. 

Mr. Gaines. I mean your company, and your side of the case — why 
did you not defeat that? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I think if the company liad had any disposition 
to defeat it it would not have been possible, because I have said to 
you the disposition in California, particularly in San Francisco, is 
very greatly in favor of the acquisition of its own public utilities. 

Mr. Gaines. You did not try to defeat the making of that kind of a 
charter, but you are trying to defeat the city enjoying the benefit of it. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Not a bit of it. What I am trying to defeat is 
this: I am asking you gentlemen whether Congress should dismember 
a national park, one of the beauty spots of the earth, for the benefit 
of San Francisco and to aid San Francisco in a deal with the Spring 
Valley Water Company. The only purpose and the only effect can be 
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to place Sail Francisco in a situation wliere slie may say to the Spring 
Valley Water Company, "We have you at a disadvantage.'' It is 
a suggestion that has been made not infrequently, that if San Fran- 
cisco acquired these rights, and if the Spring Valley Company did not 
sell its property to San Francisco at a price which the city was walling 
to pay, the result wouhi be that the Spring Valley Company would 
go into bankruptcy. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you not think the people have better right to 
drink God's waters than to smell Go<l's roses ^ [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I do not know. I think those are natural 
rights each one of w^hich may be enjoyed. 

Mr. Gaines. Wliich is more necessary? I am looking to the prac- 
tical part. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I will agree with you, Mr. Gaines, that if this 
were the only supply available to San Francisco, all of these objections 
with reference to the preservation of the natural beauties of the 
Yosemite National Park should give way. There is no necessity so 
great as the necessity for water. You can get along without many 
things, but you can not get along without water, and I am not so 
foolish as to stand here and say that this national mirk should be pre- 
served at the expense of San Francisco, if San Francisco is solely 
dependent upon it for a water supply, but that is not the fact. If you 
are proceeding upon the theory that unless you give San Francisco 
this source of supply she will go dry, you are proceeding under a very 

great misapprehension. She is in no such danger. She never has 
een in any such danger, and all that you need do is to examine the 
archives of the board of public works of San Francisco and convince 
yourselves of the truth or that fact. 

Mr. Gaines. The trouble is that the city has been working for 
thirty years to get possession of this water and she can not. 

Mr. XlcCuTCHEON. Why can she not? 

Mr. Gaines. I do not know. 

Mr. McC'uTCHEON. They tell you in this report that they are trying 
and trying and trying. Do thev say that they ever exercised, or 
tried to exercise, the right of eminent domain? How did Brooklyn, 
a few years ago, get water when she needed it? How did New York 
get an additiontil supply of 150,000,000 gallons which she is getting 
now? Did they not ooth exercise the right of eminent domain to get 
the pnvperties necessary to afford them those supplies? 

Mr. Gaines. Suppose that city had a rotten municipality, as San 
Francisco has haa, and they would not enter condemnation pro- 
ceedings? 

Mr. AlcCrTCHEON. SJie has not a rotten municipality now. There 
is here a representative of her municipality. There is no suggestion 
that tlie Spring Valley company has had any improper relations with 
the board of supervisors. 

Mr. (lAiNKs. I did not say that. 

Mr. MrCiTcnEox. Xo; but I have heard it suggested. I have not 
heard it from you or any member of the committee, but it is in the 
atmosphere. The Spring Valley Water Company has had no improper 
relations with tlie l)oard of supervisors of San Francisco, certainly for 
a period of six years, and the best evidence of it is that annually for 
six 3'ears it has l)een compelled to seek the aid of the circuit court of 
the I'nited States to enjoin tlie rate schedule. Tliat ought to be a 
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sufficient iind a complete answer to tjie suggestion tjiat it has boodled 
the board of supervisors. Not only is that the fact, but I have said 
to you that tlie boodle board described by my friend Mr. Manson, in 
1906, after passing a rate schedule that cut the daylights out of the 
company, thought they would go one better, and they passed a reso- 
lution forfeiting all its works and franchises to the city. Following 
that board came the existing board. Nobody (questions tjie honesty 
of the existing board. Why has not tlie existing board instituted a 
proceeding in the exercise of the right of eminent domain to acquire 
the property of this company t I will answer that myself, and then 
you men may answer that if you please. [Laughter.] The answer is 
that the city of San Francisco is afraid to leave to an impartial tri- 
bunal the determination of the value of this ])roperty, and it comes 
to you, the Representatives in the Congress of the United States, and 
says, "Our hands are tied. We are shackled by this monopoly," 
which I have said to yoii can not be a monopoly in view* of the existmg 
rate legislation of California. '*We are shackled by tliis monopoly; 
we are afraid to seek the aid of the comts of San Francisco for the 

Eurpose of acqiiiring this ])roperty, and we ask you to give us this 
ig stick in order that w^e may w-ield it over the Spring Valle}^ com- 
pany and make it come to our terms." 

Mr. Gaines. What are your proceedings for condemnation^ 
Mr. McCuTCHEON. They are the simplest in the world. 
Mr. Gaines. WTiat are they? 

Mr. McCiTTCHEON.. You file a i)etitioii 

Mr. Gaines. Who does? 

J^Ir. McCutcheon. The person desiring to condemn; and if you can 

Set service within the county the defendant must answer within ten 
ays, and as soon as issue is joined — and issue must be joined within 
a very short time — the case w-ill go to tritiL 

The Chairman. Who enjoys that right of condemnation besides 
municipahties ? 

Mr. ilcCuTCiiEON. Every public-service corporation, and, indeed, 
it has been claimed that the statute is so broad as to authorize an indi- 
vidual to exercise the right of eminent domain. Of course, he must 
exercise it for a public purpose. 

Mr. Parsons. Has anv public-service corporation raised the cpies- 
tion whether a mimicipality under that act can condemn the property 
of a public-service corporation? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Go a little further and tell us as to the proceedings. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. After issue is joined the jury is impaneled, unless 
the jurv trial be waived. 

Mr. Caines. a jury and a court ( 

Mr. McCuTciiEON. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. What court ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The court known as the superior court, a court 
of general jurisdiction in Califomin. The case is tried and the value 
of the property is determined, and the judgment is entered for that 
value so fixed by the jury. Wlien it is said tliat this city has been 
trying all these years, inefTectually trying, to acquire the property, it 
might not be out of j)lace 

Mr. Ferris. Do J understand you to say thnt under your proceed- 
ing they could have a jury? 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferris. And as yet the city of San Francisco has never filed 
the petition and asked for a condemnation? 

Mr. McCutciieon. That is absolutely true. 

The Chairman. Is there anvthing in the city charter preventing 
the city from doing that until they have exhausted their resources 
under the charter? 

Mr. McCutcheon. There is not. 

The Chairman. In an attempt to secure an adjustment with the 
coinpany? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No; there is not. 

Doctor Giannini. The only way I could answer that — I am not 
familiar with the legal part of it; my owti action was based on the 
information I received. There was some question, and the attorneys 
so informed me, some of the attorneys informed me, that they did not 
know whether or not we had a chance under condemnation proceed- 
ings. The information I received, and the information wliich directed 
me in my deliberations, was that there was not any safe position in 
condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. Ferris. Where did you get that information? 

Doctor Giannini. Speaking with the various attorneys I would con- 
sult with in doing my public work. The point that chiefly guided 
me 

Mr. Parsons. Do you mean the corporation counsel of the city? 

ilr. Smith. Did the city attorney advise you? 

Doctor Giannini. No, he did not; because the city attorney was not 
officially asked to advise us, because the city did not institute, or con- 
template instituting, condemnation proceedings, for the very reason 
that we desired to be eminently fair toward the corporation. What 
did a condemnation proceedmg mean? It simply meant getting this 
thing into court, prooably meaning a long battle that would not be 
settled for a good many years, and we desire to get rapid action, and we 
simply thought that the best way in which to approach the proposi- 
tion, and the best way in which to do justice to these men, was to ask 
them to sell their plant to the city, because there had been some inti- 
mation from these gentlemen that they desired to sell it. We pro- 
ceeded along business lines; we did not want to get into condemna- 
tion proceedings, not knowing the result. 

Mr. McCutcheon. May I ask you a question? 

Doctor Giannini. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Was it not generally understood in San Fran- 
cisco that it was the position of the board of supervisors that the 
Spring Valley company was trying to force the city into a position 
wnere it would be compelled to exercise the right of eminent domain 
and acquire this property? 

Doctor Giannini. No; the general impression of the citizens of 
San Francisco was that the Spring Valley Water Company asked, 
in a manner that was not a bona fide manner, $32,000,000 for their 
plant, and one night went to bed and awakened next morning and 
placed the valuation at $52,000,000, and tried to jam down the citi- 
zens' throats the $20,000,000 more. That is the general impression 
of the citizens of San Francisco. 

Mr. Hammond. Did the citv council, or the conunittee of which 
you are a member, or did you at any time, obtain any opinion from 
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the corporation counsel, or any other attorney, an opinion in writing 
as to the power to obtain this property through eminent domain? 

Doctor GiANNiNi. No, sir; the city never officially asked for it. 
The city attorney, however, did advise us in our proceedings leading 
up to the acquisition of an independent supply. Mr. McCutcheon 
interpreted the charter in one way, and I say that the citv attorney 
advised us that our proceedings were strictly according to the charter, 
so much so that we nave now asked for the sale of the bonds in order 
to secure the money with which to make the final purchase on these 
lands in the valley, and the city attorney advised us in our pro- 
ceedings, but we did not get any official opinion from our attorney 
relative to condemnation proceedings, because we did not ask for it. 

Mr. IIammond. Is it true that the city has never even gone so far 
as to inquire of attorneys as to the power to take this property under 
eminent domain? 

Doctor GiANNiNi. Xo, Mr. Hammond, for the reason that we always 
were led to believe, because of the assertion made by the president of 
the company, that possibly some arrangement could be made along 
business lines with tne company toward the purchase. We thought 
that was the business way, and we did not wish to drive them into 
bankniptcy. They said they had no money. This was the point 
that confronted us. They appeared before the committee and said 
they had no money to extend their main, meaning an adequate supply 
of water to San Francisco. They stated that they could not finance 
themselves and wanted to sell. So we were led along those lines, 
but they have simply been teasing us [laughter]; so much so that we 
never got a definite offer from tncm. [(\)ntinued laughter.] They 
did not give us a chance to institute ccmdemnation proceedings, be- 
cause they never made any definite refusal to give us an offer. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEOX. Is it your understancRng of condemnation 

Eroceedings that you must implore the oA^Tier of t^e property to name 
is price? 

Doctor GiANXiNi. No; but we implored the owner of the property, 
when he confessed that he could not give the people of San Fran- 
cisco enough water, to sell, to sit down with us and talk business, 
which he refused to do repeatedly. 

Mr. Hammond. Is there any provisi(m in your statute of eminent 
domain providing that in the petition it must appear that the peti- 
tioner has exhausted all other efforts to secure the property? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No, sir; it is onty necessary for him to allege that 
it is necessaiy for the public use he has to administer. 

Mr. Parsons. If you get the Spring Vallev supplv you do not want 
HetchHetchy? ' ... . . 

Doctor GiANNiNi. No, sir. ' ^ 

Mr. Gronna. And the reason you are not buying it is because they 
ai-e asking more than it is worth? 

Doctor GiANNiNi. They do not even intimate 

The Chairman. What you intend to state is that you do want 
Hetch Hetchy even though you had Spring Valley ? 

Doctor GiANNiNi. Yes, sir. Gentlemen, if vou understand, our 
position has been exceedingly honest toward these people, and this 
IS the argument that this company has been making for thirty years, 
and I am surprised to hear Mr. McCutcheon making the same old 
specious arguments that have been made for so many years. If we 
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could purchase the Spring Valley we simply desire the Hetcli Hetchy 
as a reenforcing supj)l3^, because we have the opinion of the city 
engineer that the Spring Valley supply will not be sufficient for fifty 
years hence. We are to-day building for fifty or sixty vears hence, 
anticipating San Francisco becoming a great city. Mr. McCutcheon 
states that the present supply of Spring V alley will furnish us water 
for ten or fifteen years. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Pardon me; I said fifty years. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. We do not believe that. The quality of that 
water, of course, is to be considered. This supply in ten or fifteen 
years will not only be inadequate, but undesiraole. 

Mr. Ferris. Is there anything here before this committee, or have 
you any proof from any board of health or anybody, that there is 
anything the matter with the water? 

Doctor GiANNiNi. The city engineer could answer that. 

Mr. Gaines. I want to get what the doctor has just said condense<l 
a little bit. 

Mr. Hammond. It is said the Spring Valley Company are able to 
furnish something better than three times as much water as is use-d 
to-dav in San Francisco. Do vou undei*stand it so? 

Mr. Manson. It ha« not demonstrated its ability to do so. It has 
certain sources which are within 50 miles of San Francisco which are 
subjected, and will continue to be subjected, to the increasing pollu- 
tion of human activities. I went over the area some years ago — and 
I think I made the same statement before - one of the areas mat was 
to be bought in Calaveras, and I counted the carcasses of some 13 
cattle that had died that season, wdth anthrax reported in the region. 
I went over many acres of land on which the manure from cattle was 
so thick that thei*e was not a square yard of it that was not so con- 
taminated. I want to read here an extract with regard to the devel- 
opment of the waters: 

That the water supply of any municipality is capable of yielding a large revenue 
is abundantly proven ty the tenacity with which corporations seek and hold the 
control of this necessity, and by the beneficial result* which have come to munici- 
palities which have retained or regained such ownership. The benefits of the highest 
order and the advance in values of all properties and industries conferred by munici- 
pal ownership of this necessity warrants its prompt acquisition by either purchase at 
reasonable rates, or by the construction of an independent supply if this purchase be 
thwarted by exorbitant demands. 

That is the closing sentence of a report I made last June through the 
board of public works to the board of supervisors. I think I have 
been the strongest advocate for the purcnase of the Spring Valley 
Water Companv properties in San Francisco. I have repeatedly 
urged that, in the race of the fact that any public official who would 
recommend such a thing would be almost torn to pieces, if such a 
thing were possible, by the public press. I persuaded Colonel Men- 
dell, in the latter part of 1901, to join me in such a recommendation 
to the board of supervisors. That was in part carried out, but entirely 
thwarted, and following up that I insist now that San Francisco 
should acquire the Spring Valley properties, that those should be 
reenforced from the source which we now seek. The big stick that 
Mr. McCutcheon refers to is now in the hands of the corporation, and 
has been in those hands and used for quite a number of aecades. We 
wish to continue with this application and have it granted, and I can 
not conceive that this body will consider for one instant, nor that 
the Congress of the United States will consider for one instant, the 
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wresting of that so-called big stick from the hands of the municipality 
and turning it over to a corporation whicli enjoys the monopoly of that 
necessity, water supply. 

The Chairman. Mr. Manson, on the sketch map which you left with 
the committee showing certain watersheds in colors, I notice in blue 
certain watersheds indicated in Alameda and surrounding counties, 
and two small ones in San Mateo. Are those the watersheds of the 
present Spring Valley Water Company? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Those are the watersheds, then, from which the 
city of San Francisco now obtains its water supply? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; in about equal amounts. 

Mr. Smith. Did I understand you to say that it was on these water- 
sheds of the Spring Valley supply that vou saw the carcasses? 

Mr. Manson. On that one, sir; the Calaveras. 

Mr. Ferris. Before you retire, Mr. Manson, I would like to ask 
you just one question. What, in your judgment, is the trouble? Is 
there any pollution, anything wTong with the quality of the water 
that is supplied by the Spring Valley Water Company? 

Mr. Manson. "ies, sir. The Lobos Creek water supply, w^iich is 
inside of the lines of San Francisco, receives the underground drainage 
from cemeteries within the city limits, in which many thousand dead 
p)eople are buried, and on which a camp of the United States troops 
existed during the Pliilippine trouble, and frightful diseases broke 
out among them, and the pollution yet remains in the soil. That was 
abandoned ten or fifteen years ago, in a period w hen the Spring Valley 
Water Company was sending out notices to every single consumer 
in the city to be careful and cautious of the use of water, and to use 
as little of it as possible; that supply was reintroduced into the city 
and pumpeil into its mains and stopped by virtue of its unsuitable 
character. The (h-ainage basin of tne Merced Lake is inside of the 
city Umits, partly built up, and the water is filtered through sand. 
Most of the polluting conditions have been intercepted by a tunnel 
and turned (hrectly into tlie Pacific Ocean, but insanitary conditions 
border dangerously near the danger line, and I, as a city engineer, 
would not dare to pump that into the mains of the city if I were 
acting for the city. 

The Chairman. Is that supplv now being used? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir, 2,000,000 or 3,000,000 gallons a day. 

The Chairman. The first supply you referred to as being very 
badly polluted, is that being usecl? 

Mr. Manson. Xo, sir. 

The Chairman. That is not inclu<le(l in the 82,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. Manson. Not now, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Before you conclude, and along the lines of why you 
have not instituted condemnation proceedings, which it seems to me 
you could do, why have you not (lone that \ Is it because for years 
you have been trying to buy, by contract, these water privileges 
and the thing has just run along and along and along? As Doctor 
Giannini says there, they have just been teasing you. Has it been a 
continuous effort for years to Duy, by contract, or what has pre- 
vented vou from going into the courts? 

Mr. ^Ianson. It has been an interrupted effort on the part of the 
city, due to the fact that these achninistrations are unrortunately 
subject to political vicissitudes. 
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Mr. Gained*. You will have a good city government and a bad 
city government ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; sometimes. 

Mr. Gaines. How many bad ones have vou had? 

Mr. Manson. The abundant badness of one was so bad that the 
other bad ones are shining examples of virtue and honor beside that, 
so we consider that we onlv had one. 

Mr. Craig. You do not think San Francisco will ever have another 
one? 

Mr. Manson. Not in this generation, and it brings a blush of 
shame when I think of it. 

Mr. Gaines. How many years back^ We have all had bad xjity 
governments. I am not deriding this poor, unfortunate, earth- 
quake-visited city. God knows I want to help her along and to be 
just to you, too. How long have you had what you call this rotten 
municipality — thirty years, twenty years, ten years, one or two ad- 
ministrations, how manv? 

Mr. Manson. We have had it particularly through two adminis- 
trations of two years each, and one administration of less than one, 
which was the ifteuf-Schmitz regime. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Did you have a good board of supervisors? 

Mr. Manson. We have liad a good noard of supervisors since the 
Reuf-Schmitz regime quit. 

Mr. Smith. You had a pretty good board of supervisors during the 
early part of the Reuf-Schmitz administration. That wa*s considered 
a respectable and an honest board. 

Mr. Manson. Yes, but they were powerless. 

Mr. (xAiNES. What do you mean by that, powerless? 

Mr. Manson. They had the Scjmiitz mayorship and other officials 
and powers over them in executive lines. 

Mr. Gaines. In addition to what, we will say, is a bad city govern- 
ment, you have, from year to year, and it seems for thirty years, been 
trying to buy this by contract. You have gone to them and asked 
them how much they will take for this property? 

Mr. Manson. The charter prescribes that that shall be the mode 
in which we shall do it; and another thing, we have been under liti- 
gation with this company, once in the matter of certain rights under 
the late distinguished attorney John F. Swift, who won somewhat 
of a barren legal victory after ten years of litigation; another insti- 
tuted under Judge Morrill, which I do not tliink has reached a deci- 
sion, although it was inaugurated certainly six years ago; another in 
the case now in progress, in which no oflicial decision has been ren- 
dered, in the case before Judge Farragut, called from Nevada to sit 
in the ca.se. So that these legal proceedings are extremely drawn 
out. AVe can not afford to wait. We mav be confronted, in the next 
two or three years, with a group of dry years which will put an abso- 
lute stop to the development of the city and a check to the value 
of its property, amounting to assessed values of half a billion dollars. 
They may depreciate 10 per cent, more than the whole waterworks 
is worth. A\e fear the Greeks bearing gifts, when our enemies 
advise us to a certain course. It is not the first time that condem- 
nation proceedings have been suggested. It is a very dangerous 
proceeding, with attorneys and testimonv to the effect that our 
properiv is worth $50,000,000. 
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Mr. Ferris. They have the privilege of having jury trial. 

Mr. Manson. Well, I do not kno>v about jury trials. We have 
had peoj)le tried by jury there before, sir, and we are not satisfied 
with their verdicts. 

Mr. Ferris. True enough; the losing party is never satisfied* 

Mr. McCutoheon. Does that mean that there is the fear that ih» 
Spring Valley Water Company would, if the city should resort to 
the right of eminent domain, bribe the juiy? 

Mr. Manson. I do not know what they do. 

The Chairman. That is hardly a fair mference. 

Mr. Manson. Wait a minute; I am going to say this, that the 
Spring Valley Company would have to improve very much in morals 
over what it was prior to 1899 if it would not have it pervading the 
atmosphere as it aid pervade the atmosphere. 

Mr. Smith. Is it not the general statement in the press of San 
Francisco that this committee had been tampered with by the Spring 
Valley Water Company ? 

Mr. Manson. I do not know, sir. 

ilr. Smith. I will have an article read if you want. 

Mr. Manson. I have no objection to your reading the article. 

The Chairman. I think, gentlemen, it will be just as well not to 
pursue that line of inquiry. It is to be presumed, if there is going to 
oe a jury trial, that it will be a fair one. 

Mr. Robinson. If I understand you correctly, the position of the 
city of San Francisco is that you desire to avoid litigation, and tha^ 
whether or not you acquire the properties of the Spring Valley Water 
Company, this grant is absolutely necessary to provide for future 
contingencies. 

Mr. Manson. That is it. Whether or not we buy the Spring Valley 
Water Company, we must have an increased supply, and we prefer 
that that increased supply shall come from remote sources, not con- 
taminated, and not owned by any municipal corporation upon God's 
earth. 

Mr. Robinson. That even in the event the properties of the S{>ris£ 
Valley Water Company are acquired, or whether they are acquired^ 
still a further water supply will be necessary? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Robinson. How long have you been operating as an engineer 
in the neighborhood of the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. Manson. Since 1877. 

Mr. Robinson. You are familiar with water conditions, I take it, 
and your statement shows it, that you are familiar with water supply 
conditions in the State of California, and especially in the locality or 
the citv of San Francisco. 

Mr. I^Ianson. I have been through all of them, sir. 

Mr. Robinson. You state, as an expert, that in your opinion it is 
necessary for the city of San Francisco to acquire an additional water 
supply, whether or not the water supply afforded by the Spring Val- 
ley Water Company is acquired? 

Mr. Manson. I do, and that it is necessary to go to the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains for that addition, and in that I am backed up by 
the offer of the Spring Valley Company to sell them a Sierra source, 
at a greater distance than the one we have selected. 
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The Chairman. Mr. Manson, I have a letter here from Mr. Whit- 
man, who was here the other day, in which he says, among other 
things, that he has read with care 'Hhe reports of Mr. Manson and 
Mr. Grunsky in regard to the water supply of the city of San Fran- 
cisco, and find to my surprise that he says that it is frankly admitted 
that the Lake Eleanor site is alone sufficient for all the needs of the 
city.'' You do not admit that the Lake Eleanor site would be suffi- 
cient in addition to the present supply? 

Mr. Manson. Under no possible circumstances. I know better 
than to make such an admission. 

The Chairman. In your testimony the other day, however, your 
statement was somewhat quaUfied, if I recollect rightly. You said, 
in effect, that not only was the Lake Eleanor source^ in your opinion, 
insufficient, but that the city could not afford to build the line neces- 
sary to bring the Lake Eleanor supply to the city of San Francisco 
unless there was an additional suppfy, so that m making a large 
assessment the city would be sure to nave all the water it would ever 
need. 

Mr. Manson. I did, sir, and I absolutely refused, under any cir- 
cumstances, when here in May last before the Department of the 
Interior, to accept any such condition. It was urged upon every side 
that Lake Eleanor was sufficient, and I refused point olank to take 
any such permit back to that city unless we were assured that, upon 
the construction of the enormous works necessary to carry that 
water 140 or 150 miles, we should have it backed up with what would 
be suitable for a large citv of at least 1,500,000 or 2,000,000 people. 

The Chairman. You do not agree with Mr. McCutcheon as to the 
abimdant supply reasonably available on the Yuba and its tribu- 
taries? 

Mr. Manson. I believe I know the Yuba River quite well, and I 
know all the water companies by which that water supply is owned. 
I knew them when they were used for mining purposes, and had to 
investigate such conditions under Colonel Mendell when the Congress 
charged him with that duty. The Beaumont Reservoir was con- 
structed by Hamilton Smith for the use of the North Bloomfield 
Mining Company. It subsequently fell into the hands of other com- 
panies, and is now being used for Grass Valley and Nevada City, for 
power, for irrigation purposes on the basin of the Bear River, and 
mining operations of various kinds. Some of that water is used three 
times there as it descends the slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
from the level of the reservoir to Smartville. If the city were to pur- 
chase that and were to acquire it, so far as an engineer can imderstand 
the practical workings of the laws of this State, she would acquire the 
obligation to carry out those functions which that water is now per- 
forming, or to make compensation to the users of that water for 
depriving them of it. That is an objection which retards the possi- 
bility of San Francisco buying sources of water now in use. The 
company did not offer to develop that water and guarantee delivery 
at that point, but that it could be deUvered. 

Mr. McCutcheon. What about the storage f aciUties and the purity 
of the water? 

Mr. Manson. The storage facihties of the North Bloomfield dam 
are very, very fine. I would like to cut out some of the old dead 
timber and remove some of the trouble that I see in that, but it comes 
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from an uninhabitable and a splendid area, just as good, as far as its 
limits go, as the area from which we propose to draw out the water. 
It is, however, not in public ownership, and is subject in the future 
to certain contaminations, and is now m use. The Milton Reservoir 
is a splendid one. Several different reservoirs that are used there 
are great and good reservoirs. I think the area tributary to the 
North Bloomfield Reservoir receives, on the average, some 60 or 70 
inches of rain, and it about fills the area when mI of the water is 
intercepted in a dry year. If I mistake not, 16 square miles are 
tributary to that river. 

Mr. Gaines. If you buy the Spring Valley Company, wiQ you cut 
oflf those portions of supply wat^r that you call contaminated? 

Mr. Manson. That will be the first thing we do. 

Mr. Gaixes. And to that extent it will diminish the supply from 
the Spring Valley source ? 

Mr. Manson. i es. 

Mr. Gaines. That will make greater the necessity for having the 
Hetch Hetchy proposition ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. Now, then, if that is done, you must first set up your 
reservoir at Lake Eleanor? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. And if that does not give you enough, then you pro- 
ceed to the Hetch Hetchy ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. Mr. Manson, on this table you have prepared you 
show 15 sources of water supply. How many of those sources 
supply the water furnished by tne Sprmg Valley Company? 

Mr. Manson. The Spring Valley Water Company are not named 
in that except those on the South Fork of the Yuba River. The 
Spring Valley reports are before you, and I did not put them in 
tnat table. 

Mr. Hammond. Then at the present time does the Spring Valley 
Company obtain any of its water from the South Fork of the Yuba 
River? 

Mr. Manson. Not a drop. 

Mr. Hammond. Or the North Fork? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; nor from any other Sierra source. All of its 
sources are within 50 miles cf San Francisco. 

Mr. Hammond. Then this table showing possible sources of water 
supply does not include any sources of water supply now used by the 
Sprmg Valley Company ? 

'Mr, Manson. No, sir; but used by other municipalities and by 
other corporations. 

Mr. Hammond. Mr. McCutcheon spoke cf certain options that the 
Spring Valley Company had upon sources of supply. 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. And if I remember rightly, he spoke of the North 
Fork of the Yuba River and the South Fork of the Yuba River. 

Mr. McCutcheon. The Middle Fork of the Yuba River. 

Mr. Hammond. What I am getting at is, the supply, I understand 
now, comes from the Middle Fork of the Yuba River and the South 
Fork of the Yuba River? 

Mr. Manson. What supply? 
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Mr. Hammond. Mr. McCutcheon stated that the company had 
options upon sources on the Middle Fork of the Yuba River and the 
South Fork of the Yuba River. 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. You do not show the Middle Fork of the Yuba 
River. 

Mr. Manson. I included it all in the Yuba River. 

Mr. Hammond. All in the Yuba River? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. Under the source '^Tuolumne River" you include 
all sources included in the project of Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CliAiG. Mr. Manson, how much is the present supply of New 
York City, do you know? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; I do not. I was in New York and ex- 
amined all of its conditions and w-ent through its reservoir, but 
unfortunately this was before the fire, and every note I had was in 
my office at San Francisco and was burned up. I was in the fioston, 
in the Baltimore, in the Philadelphia, and other municipalities' 
water works, and I would have to quote from memory altogether on 
a subiect that is verj'^ readily available. I think they were using 
sometning in the neighborhood of 150,000,000 gallons per day in 
Manhattan. In Richmond it is very much less; in Brooklyn it is 
less; and in the Bronx I do not know what it is. 

Mr. Craig. Do you agree with Mr. Grunsky's report that this 
present company's resources are 109,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. Manson. I believe, under the best conditions of rainfall that 
they might be developed to that, but they are all w^ithin the 50'-niile 
limit of San Francisco, and San Francisco has recognized that it w^ill 
have ultimately to go to the Sierra Nevada Mountains. Besides, 
there are near-by demands for that water, and the drawing oflf of 
the Pleasanton Wells, I believe, is now under litigation. From that 
we now receive quite a volume of water, from Alameda County, and 
it is recognized by both San Francisco and by the company in offering 
to reenforce its supplies from the Sierra source that it is necessary to 
go to the Sierras ultimately. We desire to accept that ultimatum 
and to go now, and go to the source of our own selection after years 
of examination and very considerable expense in acquiring the rights 
which we have now in the Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor basins. 

Mr. Craig. What do you consider is the present possibility of this 
company's resources without the exceptional rainfall that you 
mention ? 

Mr. Manson. It would be impossible to say, sir, because we have 
such peculiar groups of dry weather. In 1887 we had a dry spell 
which threatened a famine, and which only by the extraordinary 
efforts of the company that introduced an unaltered supply from 
Alameda Creek just in time to check it was it stopped. We brought 
in the supply from the other side. The company has, or alleges it 
has, areas on the w^est slope of the range of mountains, between the 
bay and the Pacific Ocean, which it proposes to tunnel through and 

5ut into this existing reservoir. There are a lot of complicated con- 
itions there that would have to be developed in that 109,000,000, 
and I would not, as city engineer, develop them if we piurchase the 
Spring Valley Water Company. I prefer to go to a source that is 
uncontaminated, that does not require filtration, and I believe 
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Washington is a shining example of what it is to draw a near-by 
source from Great Falls and construct the works you have here 
opposite the Soldiers' Home. 

The Chairman. The complete development of the present sources 
of the Spring Valley Company would be quite expensive? 

Mr. Manson. The development of the Calaveras supply is esti- 
mated by the Spring Valley Company to be 810,000,000. The bring- 
ing in of 6,000,000 or 8,000,000 or 10,000,000 gallons of water from 
the San Antonio is estimated at $500,000. That, however, is a 
source that is simply a makeshift; to take up these near-by sources 
always must be. New York had to go from the wells around the 
city out to the Bronx, and it has spent from $170,000,000 to 
$200,000,000 to get water into New York. 

Mr. Gaines. Where did the Spring Valley Company get its water 
rights; from whom did they buy them? 

Mr. Manson. The Spring Valley Water Company was originated 
in 

The Chairman. They were acquired from time to time through a 
series of years? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. It has been the result of two causes. One 
was the acquisition of properties that could be developed and utilized 
as a source connected with a little spring on the side of the hUl in the 
city of San Francisco that was known as Spring Valley and was taken 
up, I think, in 1852. This has been one of the properties. It has 
gone on and absorbed and purchased other properties, but when the 
city proposed at one time to buy the Calaveras site it absorbed that 
in 1875 or 1876 and held that as undeveloped resource from that day 
to this, although I have successively seen it brought for\\ ard as some- 
thing about to be developed four successive times, on two of which 
occasions I officially went over the source with the board of super- 
visors as something about to be done. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. When the city owned the property you were 
advising the development of the Calaveras site ? 

Mr. Manson. Not if we can develop the sources we now in part 
owTi. I would rather sell it. 

Mr. Gaines. So from time to time the Spring Valley purchased 
these water rights from proper persons? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. It purchased the oldest water right in the 
State of California. That was a right, I believe, coming down from 
Mexican grants prior to the admission of the State into the Union in 
1850. Its development has been due to these two causes, except for 
acquiring property for gro^dng demands or their necessit}^ for acquir- 
ing properties that would shut out competition. The city was going 
to buy and was negotiating for the purchase of this site, inadvisedly. 
I think, and woke up one morning when the Spring Valley announcea 
they had bought it. They are now here trying to keep us from 
acquiring anotner system. 

Mr. Gaines. Which way is the city growing? 

Mr. Manson. Directly toward that. It can grow in no other 
direction. I am speaking of the Spring Valley rights. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. San Francisco can only grow in a southerly 
direction. It is bounded on the north by the bay. 

There is one suggestion I want to make: When I made a state- 
ment to the committee this morning about the source of supply, I 
stated to you facts that were within the knowledge of one of your 
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own members, and all that you need to do, in my opinion, to get 
accurate information on that subject is to ask Mr. Englebnght to 
make a statement to you. I do not know what he will say, except 
that I know the facts and I know that he knows the facts, and I have 
no doubt as to what his statement will be. 

Mr. Manson is entirely in error, with all respect to him, with refer- 
ence to those Nevada County properties. The waters are not carried 
to Nevada City. If he will think, he will realize they could not be 
carried there except by beinff taken down one side of the canyon 
of the South Yuba River ana earned up the other side. It would 
be impossible to get it through in any other way. 

Mr. Manson. I am not talKing about that. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I am talking about the water from the South 
Yuba and Middle Yuba. The properties I named to the committee 
were the Bloomfield Gravel Mimng Company, the Eureka Lake Min- 
ing Companv, and the Milton Ditch Company. Those are the three 
properties or which I spoke. They are on the headwaters of the Mid- 
dle 1 uba and South Yuba rivers, and their w^aters can not under any 
circumstances, as you kjiow, reach Nevada Qty or Grass Valley. 
Not one drop of their waters is now or has ever been used for irriga- 
tion, except possibly in the Uttle mining villages through which the 
ditcnes pass. The proportion of water used for irrigation, as com- 
pared with the total supply, is so inconsiderable as to be a negligible 
quantity. 

The Chairman. Is there any irrigation on the Yuba farther down? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Farther down, yes; but these are at the head- 
waters of the Yuba, where the storage lakes are. 

The Chairman. But the Yuba has been diverted farther dowTi and 
is used for irrigation? 

Mr. McCutcheon. To a very sUght extent. There is very little 
artificial irrigation in the Yuba country. 

Mr. Manson. I want to ask Mr. McCutcheon if practically all the 
waters in all the reservoirs to which he refers are not used in the latter 
end of. the summer? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No; that is not a fact. 

Mr. Manson. They were last summer; they were, because I was 
over there and saw it. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Last summer was a very dry year 

Mr. Hayes. I have myself Uved three winters right under the 
Beaumont Dam, and I know that countrj as well as Mr. McCutcheon, 
and my understanding of the situation is that all that water is used 
by corporations in the manufacture of power or in the running of 
mines and mills or in irrigation or something during the latter part 
of the summer. 

The Chairman. It would not necessarily interfere with its use by 
the city to use it for power. 

Mr. Hayes. It would interfere with whatever you took, of course. 

Mr. Gaines. Who furnishes water for the manufacturing people 
in San Francisco? 

Mr. McCutcheon. We do. We furnish aU the water that is fur- 
nished in San Francisco. There is not a drop of water furnished 
there by anybody else. 

A suggestion has been made that a portion of this territory is con- 
taminated. I do not know that the committee feels particularly 
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interested in that, but the portion of the territory on which Mr. 
Manson says he found carcasses of dead animals drains into a gravel 
bed, the area of which is 1,300 acres. It is probably as fine a filter 
as ever existed, and I think Mr. Manson will admit with me that when 
the water comes out of that gravel bed it is in appearance as pure as 
any water from the driven snow that you ever saw. There could be 
no better filter than that natural filter of about 1 ,300 acres of gravel, 
and all the water from this watershed of which he speaks flows into 
and through that natural filter. 

The Chairman. Still, that is scarcely an ideal condition for a water- 
shed. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I do not know to what extent that exists. We 
own an enormous area of that watershed oiu'selves. I do not know 
the portion of it to which he refers, and therefore I will not undertake 
to question the statement. 

Tne Chairman. It is not usual to have a watershed covered with 
carcasses of dead animals in that way. 

Mr. McCutcheon. No ; and I do not think that is the usual condi- 
tion there. In that -part of California cattle do not die from lack of 
feed very often. 

The Chairman. I never heard of anybody dying from old age in 
California. ' 

Mr. McCxjTCHEON. Oh, no, the climate is such no one ever grows 
old. 

With reference to Mr. Manson 's suggestion about the **big stick," 
he says vou ought not to leave the big stick in the hands of this corpora- 
tion. Are you leaving any big stick in the hands of this corporation, 
when under the laws of the State of California its rates must annually 
be fixed by the board of supervisors of San Francisco and when, if it 
collects 1 cent in excess of the rates fixed by that public agency, its 
works and franchises may be forfeited to the city? Are you leaving 
a big stick 

Mr. HowxAND (interrupting). You say the rates are fixed by the 
board of supervisors. IIow often has the Spring Valley Water Com- 

i)any accepted the rate as fixed by the board or supervisors without 
itigation? 

Mr. McCutcheon. At all times, until 1903, when it began the cut- 
ting of rates, and followed that practice annually until 1907. 

Mr. Gaines. Did you not say just now that they must fix the 
rates every year? 

Mr. McUxJTCHEON. They must fix tlie rates under penalty of re- 
moval from office. 

Mr. Gaines. It seems in these latter years when thev have done 
that you have proceeded to enjoin them? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. You are in the position of having the city every year 
fix a rate, and then you immediately proceed to the federal court and 
enjoin them from putting the rate into effect, and then you have the 
long tedium of a lawsuit in the federal court. That would be very 
cumbersome and very burdensome to the people and would practi- 
cally not give them any relief, because you stopped the relief by that 
injunction. 

Mr. McCutcheon. We stop it by making a showing to the court. 
None of these orders were ex parte orders — they were not ex parte 
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orders. They were orders made after an exhaustive hearing, at each 
of which hearings the city was represented. We were able to satisfy 
the court, after those exhaustive hearings, that we were being treated 
unfairly 

Mr. GrAiNES (interrupting). Has a decree ever been made final? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No ; it has not. 

Mr. Gaines. When will it be made final? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Upon trial of the case. 

Mr. Gaines. When will that be? 
^ Mr. McCuTCHEON. It may be some time soon. 
' Mr. Robinson. Is it true or not that one of the differences that 
arose as to what a fair division of that property would be, or a fair 
basis for fixing the rate, that was taken into consideration by the court, 
was the area which the board of supervisors thought could not be used, 
and in all probability would never be used, for the production or 
water? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Robinson. Was there no difference upon that point? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. Robinson. That did not enter into consideration? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That did not enter into it at all. 

Mr. Robinson. I will ask you if it is true or not that there is a 
large area there that is at present undeveloped and not used ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. There is an area undeveloped in this respect, 
that three portions of it could be converted into reservoirs by the 
building of dams and an additional quantity of water withdrawn from 
that by the building of such dams. To that extent it is unused. 
However, the water from that w^atershed which would flow into these 
re«ervoira does flow down to this filter bed about which I told you a 
few moments ago. 

Mr. Robinson. Did not that in j)art account for the difference in 
the valuation that went into the fixing of the rate ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir; that suggestion never was made. It 
is entirely new to me. 

Mr. Gaines. I have been informed, since I asked my question a 
moment ago, that in a few weeks, I believe, San Francisco will again 
fix the water rate. Is that correct? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gaines. That is an annual compulsory duty, and it seems you 
are about to have an annual injunction suit about the rate fixed. In 
the meantime the people are hoping that they will find you are 
wrong, and I am inclined to think 

Mr. McCuTCHEON (interrupting). They are paying rates, Mr. 
Gaines, which the court by its express order permits us to collect. 

Mr. Gaines. Did the court fix the rate? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes ; he fixed it in this way: Of course, the court 
has no power to fix the rate, as a matter of fact, but he has the power 
to impose conditions upon which our injunction should be granted, 
and he granted our inmnction upon condition that we should not 
increase the rate fixed Dy the board of supervisors more than 15 per 
cent; in other words, his order did permit us to increase those rates 
15 per cent. 

Mr. Gaines. How much did the board reduce the rates? 



SAN PBANCISCO AND THE HETCH HBTOHY BBSERVOIR. 106 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. They did not reduce the rates. They raised 
the rate from that fixed by a previous board. That previous board 
did not leave us anything to stand oft until this present board did 
give us a higher rate. 

Mr. Gaines. The rate you had been fighting for for years? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No; the rate we had been collecting for years. 

Mr. Gaines. You fought for it in 1902 and 1903? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Nevertheless we got this order upon a full 
showing, at which the city had full opportunity to make its showing, 
and at which it did make its showing, and after that showing was 
ended the court gave us the preliminary injunction. 

The Chairman. Do I understand the rate fixed bv the last board 
of supervisors or the last rate fixed is the rate whicfi your company 
has been charging? 

Mr. Gaines. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Chairman. And they refused to accept it? 

Mr. Hayes. Yes, sir; and threw the city into court again. 

The Chairman. Also they had been charging that rate and col- 
lecting it? 

Mr. Hayes. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And no more? 

Mr. Hayes. No, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. They had not been charging that voluntarily? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. They had been charging it under order of the 
court. The reason for that is this: We made a showing that between 
1902 and 1908, when these new rates were adopted, our operating 
expenses and taxes had increased so that they were $304,000 greater 
than they were in 1902, hence the necessity for an mcreased rate. 

Mr. Smith, of Cahfomia. The rate that the present board of super- 
visors fixed for you last year was the 1902 rate? 

Mr. McCVtcheon. Yes, sir; the 1902 rate. They made tlie show- 
ing to the court, but the court enjoined it. 

Mr. Gaines. You state that was a rate the court fixed ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That was the rate I said that the court in its 
previous injunction had fixed. In our prayer for injunctions in 
previous cases we had asked that we might be permitted, pending 
the trial of the particular case, to collect the 1902 rate. In the 1908 
case we made a showings that our expenses and taxes had increased 
so that there was a difference of $304,000 between our expenses in 
1902 and the expenses which we would incur in 1908. 

Mr. Gaines. On that showing the court gave you an injunction? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir; on that showing the court granted the 
injunction. 

The Chairman. Is there anything further any member of the 
committee desires to bring out at this time? 

Mr. Craig. I would like to ask a .question. Has there ever been 
a complaint on the part of the board of health of San Francisco about 
the quality of this water? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Not so far as I know. In these litigations 
which have been brought by the company, it has in each bill been 
alleged that the water supplied by the company was of a good quality, 
and the city has never antagonized that or denied it so far as I know. 
At any rate, there never was ])resented in any case any report of any 
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chemist or other scientist showing that the water supplied by the 
coxnpany at San Francisco was impure water. 

Mr. Gaines. AMiat is the population of San Francisco at the present 
time? 

Mr. MoCuTCHEON. We have not had a census taken since the fire. 
I have heard it said that it is 425,000. The records of the water com- 
pany, which are probably as good an index as any that can be had or 
resorted to, indicate that the population is about 425,000 now. 

Mr. Gaines. Is the city growing? 

Mr. McCltcheon. Yes, sir; it is growing. 

Mr. Craig. Who was the gentleman whom you mentioned as having 
their reports? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Mr. Muir, the city engineer; Doctor Grunsky; 
and Colonel Mandell. 

Mr. Craig. Have you their reports in writing? Could you leave 
them here? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I have a copy of Mr. Grunsky's report. 

Mr. Craig. Would the committee object to that whole report going 
into the proceedings? 

The Chairman. We have a part of this report in the proceedings 
now. 

Mr. McCiJTCHEON. The paper I referred to is one read before the 
Technical Society of the Pacific in August of last year. 

The Chairman. Is that the paper you gave me, Mr. Manson? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir. 

Mr. Craig. Does that deal entirely with the wat^r supply of San 
Francisco ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Craig. I think we ought to have that in the proceedings in 
full, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. It does not discuss the Sierra supply that has 
been referred to. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. McCutcheon could at least read into the record 
certain parts going to show the points he desires to prove. 

M[r. Craig. It is only a matter of saving time. 

Mr. McCutcheon. May I be permitted to prepare extracts and 
hand them to the stenographer? 

The Chairman. These reports contain several maps, and it may 
delay the printing of our proceedings if we have to wait for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office to reproduce those maps. 

Mr. Gaines. Let Mr. McCutcheon make such extracts as he desires 
from tliis pamphlet and incorporate them in the record. 

Mr. Hammond. I second the suggestion of Mr. Craig, that the 
reports be published in full. 

The Chairman. If there is no objection, the report will be pub- 
hshed. Is it the desire of the committee that these maps be pub- 
Ushed? It m;iy delay the pubUcation some little time. It has 
always been difficult to tell how long it will take the Government 
Printing Office to prepare a map. 

Mr. Craig. It seems to me the maps have been fully explained, so 
we will not need them. 

Mr. Manson. There is a point which has been raised with regard to 
the purity of existing supplies of water. I do not know positively, 
but 1 have had it stated to me that the chief engineer of the Spring 
Valley Water Company invariably boils and filtei's the water which he 
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drinks. I have made that a practice in my own household for a number 
of years. In addition to that, the board of health, after examinations, 
put up (^uite a number of notices to the effect that it was desirable to 
Doth Doil and filter the water drawTi from our municipal supply, 
furnished hj the Spring Vallej^ Company. 

I w^ould like to ask Mr. McCutcheon if in his office he supplies him- 
self and his office force with water from the pipes of the Spring Valley 
Company, or whether he buys water bottled for drinking purposes, 
and in the building in which he is situated if the major portion of the 
people do not purchase water from somewhere els© to drmk? 1 know 
that an enormous expense is incurred by the citizens of San Francisco 
in buj'^ing bottled water from the Purity Springs and from a number 
of outside sources and from various wells and sources of supply of 
distilled w^aters. For many years I have bought distilled waters 
myself. 

Mr. Craig. Even in Washington, where thev claim to have good 
water, you will find many people who buy bottled water. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Is not that very generally practiced in New 
York? 

Mr. Manson. We desire to get rid of it, whether it is the practice 
or not. What we want to do is to get water that comes from a source 
that is absolutely uncontaminated and uninhabited. 

Mr. McCutcheon. But notwithstanding the impurity of the Spring 
Valley water, you do w^ant to buv that property? 

Mr. Manson. We are compelled to use it for the next twelve or 
fifteen years. 

Mr. Gronna. If you could get the entire area of this Hetch Hetchy 
Valley you would not necessarily need to buy the Spring Valley prop- 
erty? 

Mr. Manson. Not necessarily, but we earnestly desire to buy it. 

Mr. Gronna. But you could get along without it ? 

Mr. Manson. We can; yes, sir. 

Mr. Smith, of California. You mean by putting in duplicate pipes in 
the streets? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; and we do not desire to subject the stock- 
holders of the Spring Valley Company to a sacrifice of their property. 
I will go back to San Francisco, after six years of litigation in Judge 
Morrow's court and after more than a year of litigation in Judge Far- 
ington's court, and take off my coat and go before the people of that 
city and urge them to purchase the Spring Valley property at a valu- 
ation of a million dollars more than was fixed by tne court after long 
litigation. We can not get along with w^hat we have now. There is 
no earthly possibility of the city ceasing to grow, and no possibiUty 
of a further supply of water from the present sources. 

Mr. Gronna. VVhat would it cost to get a sufficient supply of water 
at the present time from the Hetch Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. Manson. There are two contingencies that confront us. One 
that we buy the Spring Valley at reasonable rates and reinforce it 
from the lletch Hetchy sources. 

Mr. Gronna. What would it cost the city of San Francisco to get 
a water supplv sufficient to supply them to-clav? 

Mr. Manson. $42,000,000. 

Mr. Smith, of California. That would include a (list libn ting sys- 
tem in the streets? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. Could you do that and buy the Spring Valley 
property, too? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. What would that make the bonded indebt- 
edness of the city? 

Mr. Manson. 1 am not familiar with that. 

Mr. McCutcheon. In round numbers, what would it make it? 

Mr. Manson. I think it would make the bonded indebtedness 
probably from $40,000,000 to $60,000,000. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. What Ls the present bonded indebtedness?. 

Mr. Manson. The bonded indebtedness has been authorized, but 
has not been incurred 

Mr. McCutcheon. That is $35,000,000, is it not? 

Mr. Manson. No, because 

Mr. McCutcheon (interrupting). Am I not correct, Doctor 
Giannini? 

Doctor Giannini. You are absolutely wrong. The company 
has authorized a bonded indebtedness of $18,000,000, and has sold 
onJy $3,000,000 of bonds. 

The Chairman. What is that for? 

Doctor Giannini. That is for putting in a high-pressure system 
for fire protection, because we can not rely upon the pressure that is 
now furnished the city. 

The Chairman. Had the city no bonded indebtedness prior to that 
time? 

Doctor Giannini. The city was practically free from debt. It had 
a small indebtedness of a httle less than $3,000,000, and after the 
fire, for schools and for a high-pressure system and for sewers, and so 
forth, it incurred an indebtedness of $18,000,000, but has only sold 
$3,200,000 worth of those bonds. The others may not be sold for ten 
or fifteen or twenty years, and at that time the assessment roll will 
have increased sufficiently so as to make our income manifestly much 
greater than it is. 

Mr. Gaines. What do you want with that high pressure ? 

Doctor Giannini. To put out fires, because we can not rely upon 
the water pressure furnished the city hj the Spring Valley Water 
Company. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Do you desire to say to this committee 
and to the world that the San Francisco water supply is unfit for use? 

Mr. Manson. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Smith, of CaUfomia. And is unhealthy? 

Mr. Manson. It is fairly good. It is better than many municipali- 
ties that are getting their supplies under disadvantages. 

Mr. Smith, of California, i ou are giving it a pretty hard reputation. 

Mr. IVLvNsoN. I want to give it that hard reputation. It failed us 
in the hour of need so far as fire protection is concerned. 

Mr. Smith, of California. I am not talking about that; I am asking 
about the quality. 

Mr. Manson. Our board of health has had to placard that city from 
one end to the other to the effect that it was well and that they advised 
people to filter that water before they drank it. 

Mr. McCutcheon. What is the health of San Francisco? What do 
statistics show the health of San Francisco to be — good or bad? 

Mr. Manson. Particularly good, but it is due to our west winds. 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; I suppose they blow the typhoid germs 
out of the water. 

The Chairman. It occurs to me we ought to eliminate that fea- 
ture from this discussion, because none of you gentlemen, it seems 
to me, want to give the city of San Francisco a hard name in that 
respect. 

Mr. Smiih, of California. If the water supply is not fit for con- 
sumption, then there ought to be no question aoout their owning 

Mr. Manson (interrupting). There is a portion of that that was 
unfit for human consumption, that was condemned or ceased to be 
used many jrears ago, was reintroduced, and again shut oflp on account 
of its condition. 

Mr. Smtth, of California. I am talking about the water supply 
from Lake Merced as it is now. 

Mr. Manson. As I said before, the water supply is such that I, 
as an engineer, would not dare to pump it into the mains of any 
home. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Take the city supply generally? 

Mr. Manson. The average city supply generally is fairly good. 

Mr. Smith, of California. The city is not placarded with notices 
that the water is not fit for consumption? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir. They have put no notices out, but in every 
office and home water is purchased by reason of conditions that pre- 
vailed, and I do not believe Mr. McCutoheon has answered my ques- 
tion yet. Mr. McCutcheon has not answered my question with re- 
gard to the almost universal habit of buying water from supposedly 
pure springs, distilled waters from other sources knowTi to be pure. 

Mr. Gronna. Oh, they do that in a great many cities in the coun- 
try, where the water supply is universally supposed to be of the very 
best. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Lake Merced is a natural lake within the boun- 
daries of the city of San Francisco. Up to the time of the earthquake 
the water of Lake Merced had not been generally used. The earth- 
quake ruptured the mains of the company leading to the city which 
were used for the main sources of supply, and in that emergency it was 
necessary to draw ver^r largely upon Lake Merced water. I think 
at that time the physicians did advise their patients that it was 
prudent to boil the water. If there has been any other placard with 
reference to the water of San Francisco it is not within my knowledge. 

Mr. Manson. I think Mr. McCutcheon is entirely mistaken in 
that statement. Lake Merced was one of the sources of the water 
supply of San Francisco in 1887. I saw the pumps being built. 
I have never been by them since — and I think I nave been bv them 
quite frequently — that the smoke was not pouring out of tfie fun- 
nels of the pumps that supplv the city with water. I have visited 
Uiem many times and never found them out of use. It is counted 
in all of the reports of the Spring Valley Water Company as funiish- 
ing from 2,000,000 to 3,000,000 gallons per day. The only intermis- 
sion in the use of that supply was when the old pumps, first erected, 
failed, and a magnificent nigh-duty, oil-burning pumping station was 
erected in duplicate, and has been in operation every tick of the 
clock that I know of for many years. 

Mr. McCutcheon. How much water do we get from that source ? 

Mr, Manson. From 2,000,000 to 3,000,000 gallons. 
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Mi\ McCuTCHEON. Then the discontinuance of that supply would 
cut off from the system 2,000,000 or 3,000;000 gallons? 

Mr. Manson. I regard the ownership of that source as extremely 
desirable on the part of San Francisco on account of its exposed con- 
dition, when, in the case of foreign war, its supply might be cut oflF 
and we might be reduced to the necessity of using that supply. 

Mr. Gronna. You say the water in San Francisco is fairly good 
that is furnished you by the Spring Valley Water Company, and that 
they also have at the present time about three times as much as you 
are usins;? 

Mr. ^Sanson. No, sir; that is not the case. They have sources 
which they own and claim to be capable of developing into this. 
These eources are in whole or in part used at this time for other pur- 

foses, and without revealing where the point of diversion should be, 
do not know how much of the area tributary to these sources is 
occupied by human activities. 

Mr. Smfth, of California. Did vou not say that it could be devel- 
oped un to 100,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. Mansox. I am mclined to think that in certain years, yes. 
Under conditions we are subjected to a great variation in rainfall for 
two or three or more years, so far as I toriow. We have had three of 
them right in succession*. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Did not Mr. Grunsky take that into consider- 
ation? 

Mr. Manson. I am not presenting his arguments. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I am asking if he did not take that into con- 
sideration? 

Mr. Manson. You will have to ask him. I have not had any con- 
ference with him since he read that report or for some years before. 
He was one of the strongest advocates for the sources which you claim, 
as was his father. The grandfather was one of the officers of the 
United States Reclamation Service, and the great-grandfather was 
the late Professor Whitney, of California. 

Mr. Gronna. In your judgement, how much water could the com- 
panv furnish from the sources they have? 

My. Manson. Of its kind, I tmnk it is likely they could furnish 
possibly the amount they now furnish. I am willing to accept that 
statement, but we do not want it. They know it, and ask an exor- 
bitant price. 

Mr. Gaines. You say if you buy these Crystal Springs waters and 
get the Hetch Hetchy proposition too, you will cut off that part of 
this water 

Mr. Manson (interrupting). I would advocate the cutting off of 
the water over that entire area. 

Mr. Gaines. I will ask you what effect the possibility of a return of 
the earthquake, and of course a big fire, has in compelling your people 
to seek more water rights than they now have access to? 

Mr. Manson. The earthquake has had very little to do with that. 
The inauguration of an additional water system was introduced by 
the city authorities long before the earthquake, and this subject we 
have before you now was inaugurated in 1900 and has been aigitated 
with greater or less activity, according to the earnestness of the 
people directing the affairs on the part of the city, from that day to 
this. 
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In returning from this city with the rights and privileges that were 
granted to us in May last, I think Mr. McCutcheon will recall the fact 
that he told me, ''We could have put a spoke in your wheels in this 
proceeding," and the exact words of the balance did not come. That 
spoke is now being put in. I hope it will not be successful. 

Mr. Robinson. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to 
sit all afternoon? 

The Chairman. It was the thought of the chairman that these 
gentlemen have said about all they cared to. 

Mr. Craig. Before we close I want to put in the record a letter 
from Mr. Edmund A. Whitman, inclosing a pamphlet in which he 
answers a question I asked him concerning the matter as to whether 
or not the floor of the Hetch Hetchy was the only place where they 
could establish a reservoir on the Tuolumne River. 

The Chairman. Is that same article now in the record? 

Mr. Craig. This was handed to me this morning. Mr. Whitman 
says in his letter: 

After a fuller study of the reports of the engineers of the city of San Francisco, I am 
now able to answer your question put to me Saturday as to where storage reservoirs 
oUier than in Hetch Hetchy could be located. This question I am answering at length 
in a printed brief, etc. 

I judge it is not the same. 

The Chairman. We have that in another form, but it will be just 
as well to have that go in the record. 

Mr. Gaines. Unless somebody wants to be heard further, I do not 
see any necessity for continuing this hearing in this way. I think 
everybody has been heard, and we have been very lenient in giving 
them all the time they desired in the matter. 

Mr. JJanson. I would like to state this, before you adjourn, that 
there have been sprung upon us, a little unexpectedly, questions that 
as an engineer I would not like to answer, and I know my colleague 
and superior, Doctor Giannini, is not any better qualified to answer 
them in many respects, and we would like to submit by telegraph to 
our superiors in California the result of this hearing, and if necessary 
have tnem present certain matters for the consideration of this com- 
mittee, ana if necessary have the city attorney and the county 
attorney come here for a hearing. I did not anticipate that this was 
groing to result in a discussion as to whether one or the other parties 
shomd have hold of the big stick or the coercion of the other. We 
have been carrying on this fight so long from the position of the under 
dog that I almost prefer that mode of tactics; but I feel that we 
should be permitted to send back to San Francisco the suggestions 
and questions and points made and offered here that we may be in 
doubt about in our own minds, and to hear from our superiors as to 
whether we shall develop a source that we now almost in part own as a 
reenforcing or as an original supply. We would like to nave time to 
telegraph back and have their judgment on that matter. 

Mr. Gaines. It seems to me we have everything in the world that 
can be had on either side of this subject. 

Mr. Hammond. We have taken up so much time with discussion of 
this matter, but it seems to me further time desired on either side 
ought to be granted. We have gone into it very thoroughly, but if 
there is other testimony that should be given by either siae it seems 
to me we ought to hear it. 



112 ' SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

The Chairman. If none of the gentlemen who are here present care 
to be heard further, the committee will go into executive session. 

Mr. McCuTOHEON. If the matter is to be postponed so as to enable 
the city to present any further evidence or additional information, 1 
would like tne privilege of securing a copy of Colonel MandelPs report, 
made in 1877, in wmch he reported upon a number of supplies of 
water available for San Francisco, and also the newspaper reports of 
the address of Colonel Muir at the Merchants' Association banauet in 
June last, in which he stated that the present supply could be ex- 
panded so as to deliver at least 100,000,000 gallons per day. 

Mr. Hammond. When could you obtain those? 

Mr. McCuTOHEON. I feel quite certaui I can obtain the report of 
Colonel Mandell from the Congressional Library. It was puolished 
in municipal reports of San Francisco in 1877. As to the speech of 
Colonel Muir, I think I may be able to obtain that from some press- 
clipping bureau. 

The Chairman. There seems to be no difference of opinion as to 
the possibihty of developing the Spring Valley Water Company's 
sources of supply. There is some difference of opinion as to the 
quality of the water. 

Mr. Manson. This promise has been made, as to what the Spring 
Valley would and would not and could and could not do, in an indefi- 
nite way since I knew the municipaUty of San Francisco, in 1877. 
We want a definite offer of what thev will sell for submitted to the 
board of supervisors under the formal requirements of the charter of 
that city, in doUaps and cents. 

Mr. Smith, of Cahfornia. Why do you not condemn it? 

Mr. Manson. We do not wish to follow the advice of the enemy if 
we can help it. * 

Mr. Smith, of California. I do not consider that a fair or polite 
answer. Why do you not condemn it? 

Mr. Manson. I am not the officer to decide that. That is decided 
by the board of supervisors and the attorney of the city, its legal 
adviser. 

Mr. Smith, of CaUfomia. Your mind is surcharged with the idea 
that everything that comes from the Spring Valley Company is full 
of corruption. 

Mr. MANSON. Before this committee or any member thereof was a 
member of Congress, this fight has been goin^ on. I have been the 
strongest advocate for the purchase of the Spring Valley Water Com- 
panv and the stopping of this eternal wrangle that has been going on. 

Mr, Smith, of California. It seems to me there is an absolutely easy 
and practical way for you to come to the end. That is to go into 
court and buy it. 

Mr. Manson. That is what the Spring Valley Company has been 
advising us for some time. 

Mr. Smith, of California. That is what you provided for doing by 
amending your charter and arranging that you could do that. 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; that was provided by the city for the exact 
opposite purpose. 

Mr. Smith, of California. It was provided for the purpose of acquir- 
ing a water supply if it could not buy it. 
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Mr. Manson. And to buy the properties we have now bought. I 
know the history of that. The Spnng Valley Water Compamy can 
take advantage of that, and has done so. 

Mr. McCxjTCHEON. How can we take advantage of it? 

Mr. Manson. You know that as well as I do. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Do I understand you to say it is taking an unfair 
advantage of the city to say 

Mr. Manson (interrupting.) I did not say so. I say they have taken 
advantage of it. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Is it taking advantage of the city, from your 
understanding, if the company says it may avail itself of the right of 
eminent domain to acquire this property? Is that taking advantage 
of the city? 

Mr. ALiNsoN. I am not in a position to aimie this thing from a 
legal standpoint. As city engineer, so far as 1 have any influence, I 
wfll never advise them to go and do those things which the Spring 
Valley attorneys and corporation interests advise. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Why? 

Mr. Manson. They have never given us advice we would like to 
follow. We take our advice from our friends and not from the other 
side. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. You say as city engineer you never would con- 
sent to a condemnation proceeding? 

Mr. Manson. I do not. I said I would not advise it. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Why not ? 

Mr. Manson. Simply because I fear advice offered bV'the Greeks. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. You fear the Greeks offering gifts? 

Mr. Manson. I do. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. But you want this property? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. You can get it by condemnation. 

Mr. Manson. We can get it if a reasonable offer is made, also. 

Mr. Smith, of California. Have you ever made an offer as to what 
you will pay? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; and there is no mode of the law by which 
we can. 

Mr. Smtth, of California. ^Tiat would you be willing to pay? 

Mr. Manson. I have stated I am ready to go before the board of 
supervisors and the public of San Francisco and strongly advise and 
urge the purchase of the property at at least $1 ,000,000 more than 
the court had fixed as its value. 

Mr. Smith, of California. What was the figure at which the court 
jBxed its value? 

Mr. Manson. $27,500,000. 

Mr. Smith, of California. You would be willing to pay $28,500,000? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Robinson. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now go 
into executive session. 

(The motion was put and carried, and at 1.30 o'clock p. m. the 
committee went into executive session.) 
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(The letter offered in the record hj Mr. Craig, and the printed brief 
accompanying the same, were submitted to the committee and are in 
words and figures as follows, to wit:) 

Boston, Mass., January 11, 1909. 
Hon. Wm. B. Craig, 

House of Representatives J Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: After a fuller study of the reports of the engineers of 
the city of San Francisco, I am now able to answer your question put 
to me Saturday as to where storage reservoirs other than in Hetch 
Hetchy could be located. 

This question I am answering at length in a printed brief. Quoting 
from the reports of the city engineers, which brief I trust will reacn 
the committee at its meeting on Tuesday. If not, I trust that final 
action will be delayed until this brief can be considered. 
Very truly, yours, 

Edmund A. Whitman. 



San Francisco and the Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. 

brief for the appalachian mountain club on the application 
of the city of san francisco for leave to flood the hetch 
hetchy valley, in the yosemite national park. 

Before the Committee on the Public Lands of the House of Representor- 

tives. 

We desire to demonstrate from the documents presented by the 
city of San Francisco that the taking of Hetch Hetchy is not nec- 
essary, and that the engineers of the city in their published official 
reports freely admit that fact. These reports show, beyond ques- 
tion, that there are j>lenty of other reservoir sites that mav be utilized 
both within and without the desired watersheds amply sufficient 
for all needs of the city. This will mean building several reservoirs 
at a somewhat greater aggregate expense than the cheap project at 
the Hetch Hetchy. 

The propositions to be deduced from these reports are two: 

(1) That the flooding of Hetch Hetchy is in no sense necessary to 
the Tuolumne water system. It is desired simply because it is 
cheap, and not because there are not plenty of otner available sites 
for storage reservoirs. Lake Eleanor alone is amply sufficient. 

(2) That such flooding will provide more water than the city can 
possibly use in centuries. The surplus is desired for power and light, 
thus reducing taxes in the city. 

These two propositions can be fully demonstrated by brief quota- 
tions from and references to the official reports of the en gin eers 
of the city as they appear in the first 104 pages of "Reports of Water 
Supplies for San Francisco, published by the Board of Supervisors, 
1908," presented to your committee by Mr. Manson, the present 
city engmeer. 

These reports are made by Mr. Manson (pp. 1-13 in 1907; pp. 14-82 
by Mr. Grunsky, a former city engineer, in 1902, and pp. 83-104 
by Mr. Manson in 1908). We bespeak a careful reading of the entire 
reports. 
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I. Lake Eleanor and its basin provides sites for ample storage reservoirs. 

Mr. Grunsky says (p. 51) : 

Storage capacity in Lake Eleanor is not restricted to an elevation of 50 feet above 
the present lake surface. The storage should be so planned that the dam can be 
raised, thereby greatly increasing the storage capacity of this site. 

The fact may also be again noted that in the drainage basin at Cherry Creek and 
Lake Eleanor there are many small lakes which can be converted into storage reser- 
voirs of considerable capacity, and that such storage would be equally as available 
as that of Lake Eleanor for use in San Francisco [actual count shows 41 such lakes, 
some of considerable size, e. g., Laurel, Kibbie, and Twin lakesj. 

It has seemed important to call attention to these features in order to show that 
the accepted proiect of utilizing at this time Hetoh Hetohy Valley alone for storage 
purposes is not the only feasible means of securing an ample supply of stored wator 
in tnose portions of the high Sierras tributary to the Tuolumne River. Lake Eleanor 
ia equally favorably located. 

On page 84 Mr. Manson says : 

Quite a laige number of glacial lakes and valleys lie in the drainage basin of Tuo- 
lumne River, nearly all of which are suitable for the storage of waste flood waters. 

Mr. Grunsky had said earlier (p. 48) : 

On the streams which lead into Lake Eleanor are a number of small lakes, many 
of which are so located that they could be converted into reservoirs of considerable 
fltorage capacity. 

The plan now presented by the city does not provide for their use. 
Mr. Manson, in 1907, gave among his reasons for the selection of the 
Tuolumne source (p. 7; : 

Second. Abundance i&r beyond all possible future demands for all purposes. 
Third. Largest and most numerous sites for storage. 
Fifth. Power possibilities outside the reservation. 

And (p. 8) : 

The dischaiges from these areas are far in excess of the maximum capacities of the 
reservoirs, and other excellent reservoirs are available throughout the drainage area. 

[In addition to the 41 lakes in the Lake Eleanor basin, a count 
shows 35 in the Hetch Hetchy region and 94 in the upper Tuolunme, 
making in all 170 possible reservoir sites in addition to Lake Eleanor 
and the Iletch Hetchy. The count is made from the map of Prof. 
J. N. Le Conte, of the University of California, in 1900, from his 
original explorations.] 

II. Storage reservoirs helow Hetch Hetchy. 

It is to be remembered that no water pipes are to be run from 
the proposed reservoir in Hetch Hetchy. The water is to be returned 
to the river below the dam in the dry season. Therefore th© flow 
of the river and its tributaries can be stored in any available places. 

Mr. Manson says in 1908 (p. 94, top) : 

It will be noted that the peninsula [of San Francisco] reservoirs would under any 
circumstances and at any time of year have on storage from 15,000 to 20,000 million 
grallons; at a consumption of 45,000,000 gallons per day [dailv consumption, before 




page 3 of the supply at this point "for over 400 days"]. 

The Hetch Hetchjr would hold only ''2J times" the amount of 
the peninsula reservoirs (p. 102, middle). 

See also other reservoirs provided for. Two at page 59, one of 
which is to hold 50,000,000 gallons. One for 65,500,000 gallons 
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(p. 62). One at Altamont for 206,954,000 gallons (p. 64). One at 
Belmont for 3,000 million gallons (p. 66). 

Surely other storage reservoir sites can be found ample for all needs 
of a water supply in this same general territory. 

It is merely a question cf cost. 

III. The plans of the city contemplate a supply far in excess of any pos- 
sible needs for domestic purposes. 

See Mr. Hansen's second reason on page 8. 
Mr. Grunsky says (p. 80): 

There can be more water delivered through the canal system above the power sta- 
tion than is required in San Francisco for many years. 

The surplus ho suggests using for production of electricity. 
Mr. Manson says (p. 85), speaking of the two reservoirs at Lake 
Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy : 

This supply will furnish nearly 500,000,000 gallons per day. Combined with a 
moderate development of existing near-by supplies, tnese sources will meet any 
demand which can now be reasonably foreseen or predicted. • 

It must be bcrne in mind that the waterworks, as planned, deliver 
only 60,000,000 gallons per day to the city (p. 87), and the table 
given on page 78 shows (by dividing) that the estimated consumj)- 
tion in 1948 is only 57,000,000 gallons per day, while at present it is 
only 33,000,000. Lake Eleanor alone will provide " 57,000,000 gal- 
lons a day'' in the dry months (pp. 50-51). 

Mr. Grunsky says (pp. 79-80) : 

The system (Tuolumne) is planned for a delivery of 60,000,000 gallons of water. 
The city needs at present only 30^000,000 gallons. The present Spring Valley system, 
much of which the city expects to take (pp. 80 and 97) was supplying in 1902 between 
25,000,000 and 30,000,000 gallons of water per day (p. 22) with a capacity of about 
35,000,000 (p. 4). 

The real desire cf the city for Hetch Hetchy is for the power and 
light which would result from its use. Attention has already been 
called to the great excess cf water to be stored over the needs for 
domestic purposes, and the suggestion of the use of the surplus for 
electricity (p. 80). On pages 86 and 87 Mr. Manson figures out a 
16,500 horsepower from this water which would produce a "relief of 
taxation now imposed for lighting streets and public buildings. This 
averages more than $300,000 per 3^ear; capitalized at 5 per cent, this 
expenditure represents an investment of $6,000,000" (p. 98, and see 
below on same page). 

All this, and a more than ample supply of water, are t > be obtained 
for afi expenditure (f ''about $18,000,000," outside (f the expense 
of taking the Spring Valley works (pp. 81 and 89). 

All this the city expects from the United States without compen- 
sation except for an exchange of a few acres of land, its o^\ti being 
mostly of no substantial value. In additicm, as the watershed "lies 
in the Yosemite National Park [it] may be expected to receive all the 
protection against possible pollution that could be dcwsired" (p. 52), 
and all at the expense of the nation. A possible reservoir in the 
Tuolumne meadows is also contemplated (p. 53). 

We submit, therefore, that the testimony of the city enrineers 
proves our propositions, and that the city does not need Hetch Hetchy 
tor a reservoir and should not be permitted to take it. 
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IV. h the Tuolumne the only avaUaMe water supply for San Franciscof 

So far the discussion has proceeded on the assumption that this 
question should be answerea in the affirmative. Not so, however, 
tne city engineers ; they recommend this source because it is the '^ most 
available.'^ Mr. Grunsky frankly admits (p. 15) that ''in the case of 
San Francisco, there is no single source of supply so preeminently 
available that it could without question rule out others from com- 
parison," and on page 36 he sums up the situation by saying that as 
a supply ''the Sprmg Valley, * * * to the extent of its capacity, 
ranks first in the reliability of service," while the Tuolumne River 
"ranks highest in the quality and quantity of water." 

Both Mr. Manson (p. 7) and Mr. Cxrunsky (p. 18) point out "four- 
teen different possible sources of supply." These have all been inves- 
tigated (see pp. 26 to 35) and all have been rejected in favor of the 
Tuolumne for the single reason that it "is the most available source 
of supply" (p. 36, also p. 33, top) — not the only source. "Lake 
Tahoe and "Yuba River" are rejected because of " the relatively 
high cost" (p. 32). The Mokelumme River is dismissed because 
"outranked" by the Tuolumne (p. 27). The San Joaquin and Sac- 
ramento rivers are passed by because "these sources are not so close 
at hand that reduced cost of works necessarily compels their con- 
sideration in comparison with Sierra Nevada sources" (p. 35). 

The table of cost of several systems on page 35 shows conclusively 
why the Tuolumne system is the "most available," and that there ]s 
^'no more available source" (p. 80, bottom). 

We submit that the city has made out no case why Congress should 
change its original purpose in the act establishing the park, of October 
1, 1890 (26 Stat., 651), of "the preservation from injury of all * * * 
natural curiosities and wonders within said reserv ation [the Yosemite 
National Park] and their retention in their natural condition" by 
allowing the ruin of Hetch Iletchy, by the erection of an unsightly 
dam, the destruction of many ancient and beautiful trees, the sinking 
of a natural flower garden beneath many feet of water, the drowning 
of beautiful falls in the gorge of the Tuolumne by the flowing back 
of the reservoir, and the loss of the only available camping ground in 
that region for large parties." 

The stipulation" oetween the executive department and the city 
of San Francisco nowhere provides for the development of any of 
these "numerous" smaller reservoir sites in the Lake Eleanor water- 
shed or elsewhere. It merely provides for the development of "the 
Lake Eleanor site to its full capacity" before taking Hetch Hetchy. 
Mr. Manson admitted at the hearing that the city would proceed at 
once to take Hetch Hetchy because they would not use the Spring 
Valley system except as a reserve. 

We submit that the "stipulation" is wholly inadequate to protect 
the interests of the public, and that if Congress deems it wise to 
allow the city rights within the park the city should be compelled 
to develop the Lake Eleanor and Cherry Creek watershed to their 
full capacity through whatever additional smaller reservoirs are 
necessary. Mr. Grunsky tells us that this watei-shed "is capable 
of producing and delivering into the reservoir in a year of minimum 
rainfall about 4,500 milUon gallons of water in excess of the sugges- 
ted reservoir capacity" (p. 50, middle). Why should all this water 
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be allowed to run to waste because to dam Hetch Hetchy is cheap 
(p. 70 for estimate of cost)? 

These remonstrants have no desire, for sentimental or other rea- 
sons, to prevent the people of San Francisco from using the water of 
the Tuolumne River. They have no prejudice against a proper use 
of the natural resources within the park to accomplish that end. 
They cherish no illusions about any sacredness of any portion of 
a park. It must all be used for the public benefit. They do pro- 
test most vigorously against the rum of Hetch Hetchy on any 
such showing as the city has made and against the nation giving up 
one of the most remarkable *' wonders'' in the park in order to save 
money for the people of any one section. If San Francisco is now 
crippled since its disaster, it will recover itself long before it becomes 
necessary to dam any of those '*many small lakes'' which are '* suit- 
able for storage of water" in the Lake Eleanor watershed. 

We confidently submit that the city should not be given any rights 
outside of the Lake Eleanor ancj Cherry Creek regions. Those may 
be given without great injury to the national interests. Certainly it 
should be restricted to the taking of the smaller and more remote 
reservoir sites on the other watersheds. The taking of Hetch Hetchy 
destroys, unnecessarily, a beautiful valley and puts an end, directly 
or indirectly, to any beneficial use of the entire Tuolumne region. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Edmund A. Whitman, 
For The Appalachian Mountain Club. 



[Telegrama.] 

San Francisco, Cal., January 2, 1909. 
W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives y 

Washington, D. C. 

Doctor Bade arrives Washington January fourth, remains fifth, 
sixth. Please secure hearing PudUc Lands Committee Hetch Hetchy 
bill. 

John Muxr. 



Portland, Oreg., January 2, 1909. 

Hon. Frank Mondell, 

CTiairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washin^on, D. C, 

Hetch Hetchy destruction unnecessary; country's needs more than 
San Francisco. 

Mrs. H. P. Isaacs. 
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San Francisco, Cal., January 6, 1909. 
Julius Kahn, M. C, 

Washington, D, C, 

Speedy action on the passage of joint resolution confirming to San 
Francisco the Hetch Hetchy ^ant of water privileges is of vital and 
pressing necessity to our people. Please give us your aid. 

Edw. R. Taylor, 
Mayor of San Francisco. 



Portland, Oreq., January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

I wish to enter most earnest protest against granting San Francisco 
water privileges in Hetch Hetchy Valley as wanton disregard of 
nations heritage and wholly unnecessary. If granted it will be but 
forerunner of spoUation of all our national parks. 

C. H. Sholes. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 5, 1909. 
Chas. N. Pray, 

House Public Lands Committee, Washington, D. C: 

Speedy action on the passage of joint resolution confirming to San 
Francisco the Hetch Hetchy grant of water privileges is of vital and 
pressing necessity to our people. Please give us your aid. 

Edw. R. Taylor, 
Mayor of San Francisco. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 6, 1909. 
Fkank W. Mondell, 

House Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D. C: 

Speedy action on the passage of joint resolution confirming to San 
Francisco the Hetch Hetchy grant of water privileges is of vital and 
pressing necessity to our people. Please give us your aid. 

Edw. R. Taylor, 
Mayor of San Francisco. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 8, 1909. 

The California Delegation in Congress, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C: 

The Commonwealth Club of California earnestly urges Congress to 
adopt the resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to patent 
reservoir lands in national park to city of San Francisco without fur- 
ther conditions than those made by Secretarj^ of Interior on May 
11, 1908. 

Edward F. Adams, President. 

Beverly L. Hodgehead, Secretary, 
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Harrisrurg, Pa., January 8, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

The Cairo, Washingtonj D. C: 

Mr. Alden Sampson appointed to represent us in my place at final 
hearing. 

W. F. Bade. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 8, 1909. 
John M. Reynolds, 

Care House of Representatives y Washin^fton, D. C: 

The nation relies on you to oppose Hetch Hetchy grant and destruc- 
tive invasion of national parks. Give the people time to enter their 
protest. 

John Muir. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 8, 1909. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Care House of RepresentatiA)eSy Wa^hingtony D. C: 

The nation relies on you to oppose Hetch Hetchy grant and destruc- 
tive invasion of national parks. Give the people time to enter their 
protest. 

John Muir. 



Grass Valley, Cal., January lOy 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Wasliingtony Z>. C: 

The undersigned, representing many of your constitutents, feel 
that the Committee on the PubUc Lands should not be allowed to grant 
Hetch Hetchy for a reservoir site under the impression that it is the 
only available Sierra source of water supply for San Francisco. You 
know there are sources in this county easily available and the titles 
to which are unquestioned. We think it your duty to place these 
facts before the committee and to suggest the propriety of obtaining 
reports of government engineers before depriving the public of the 
gem of Yosemite National Park, the submerging of which may ulti- 
mately lead to closing Tuolumne Meadows and other popular camp- 
ing sites. 

J. Conoway, mayor of city of Grass Valley; C. W. Chap- 
man, mayor of Nevada City; C. J. Miller, super- 
visor of Grass Valley Township ; N. J. Bennetts, super- 
visor of Nevada Township; W. H. Davey, supervisor 
of Bridgeport and Rough and Ready townships, 
Nevada County, Cal. 



Chicago, III., January 11, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee onPuhlic Lands, Washington, D, C: 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley must be saved. 

F. AND P. WyATT. 
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Grass Valley, via Nevada City, Cal., 

January 11, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, M. C, 

Washingtanj D. C: 

Supplementing the telegram sent by the mayors and supervisors 
of Nevada. City and Grass Valley, we, the undersigned, protest 
against the granting of Hetch Hetehy. This matter affects your 
district, and we request you to urge that the matter be referred to 
& disinterested board of engineers. It is within your knowledge 
that many available sources of water supply are open to San Francisco. 
We request that this protest be filed in the records, and that you do 
all in your power to defer the resolution. 

C. A. Brockinton, I. Hass, W. D. Harris, Arthur H. Mooser, 
L. C. Wiihelm, Theo. H. Wilhelm, T. F. Phillips, 
A. F. Brady, Edw. C. Uren, J. Ij. Brooks, S. T. Jones, 
R. J. Bennetts, S. I^ee Leiter, E. J. Morgan, P. G 
Scadden, E. W. Schmidt, H. Dickerman, C. H. Eddy* 



Oakland, Cal., Decemler 14j 1908, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, WasJiington, D. C: 

National Park Electric Power Company protests against granting 
to oitj of San Francisco any preferential or other riglits which con- 
flict with its rights to use tlie waters flowing in the Tuolumne River, 
California. Said company has expended about $40,000 in perfecting 
its said rights and will in no wise interfere ^^ith said city's proposed 
use of said waters for municipal uses. Only conflict possiWe would 
be use by said citv in generating power by said city for sale outside 
of said city, and tfiat would be beyond its charter powers. Any bill 
granting said city rights should contain clause subjecting such rights 
to pending applications or accrued rights on said river. 

A. C. KUHN, 

President National Parle Electric Pouter Co, 



Modesto, Cal., December H, 1908, 
Hon, J. C. Needham, 

House of Representatives, WasJiin^on, D, C: 

Would like preamble resolution, first paragraph, recite grant to have 
been upon conditions. In case reservoir not constructed patent 
to city should not be absolute, if possible. No serious objection, 
however. 

L. L. Dennet. 



Riverside, Cal., January H, 1909, 
Mr. Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C: 

Grant of Hetch Hetehy to San Francisco would rob nation of 
inestimable privilege and blessing and is altogether uncalled for. If 
grant made, camping, fishing, and sight-seeing privileges should be 
reserved. 

Jas. Mills. 
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San Francisco, Cal., January 15, 1909. 

A. H. GlANNINI, 

New WiUard Hotel , Washin^on, D. C: 

State legislature by imanimous vote of both houses has just passed 
following resolution: Whereas, there is pending in the Congress of 
the United States a joint resolution confirming a certain grant of 
privileges made by the Secretary of the Interior Department to the 
city and county of San Francisco, under date or May 11, 1908, 
whereby certain applications for reservoir sites in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and at Lake Eleanor in the Yosemite National Park and forest 
reserves, to be used for a source of water supply by said city and 
county, conditioned upon certain stipulations and agreements made 
by the parties thereto, were approved by said Secretary of the Inte- 
rior Department, therefore, be it resolved by the senate, the assembly 
concurring, that our Senators in Congress be instructed and our 
Members in Congress be requested to use all honorable means to 
secure the prompt adoption by Congress of the joint resolution 
referred to in the preamble of the resolution. Secretary of senate 
will wire official telegram Monday. 

Behan. 



San Francisco, Cal., January 11, 1909. 
A. H. Giannini, 

New WiUard Hotel, Washington, D, C: 

We understand that neither original nor Smith bill attempt to 
enlarge or restrict terms of permit. If permit is revocable it is so by 
virtue of the law of Congress under which the Secretary gave the 
permit, which law is not sought to be changed by either the original 
or Smith bill. Is this understanding correct? It might be well 
to submit to Mr. Woodruff the foUowmg suggestion: 

If the joint resolution authorizes grant of tne fee, such grant would 
necessarily be construed in connection with the Secretary's permit, 
which, in legal contemplation, forms part of resolution. So con- 
strued, would it not be in the nature or a limited or base fee,, same 
as railroad right of way, carrying the implied covenant to use the 
land for the reservoir and municipal supply purposes only? Would 
not an abandonment of the municipal use resmt in a reversion of 
the estate to the Government? The nature of the estate, although 
purporting to be in fee, is necessarily restricted bv the terms of the 
permit, as well as by the municipal character of tlie grantee and its 
mabilitj to hold property except in connection with the public use, 
which IS the motive of the grant. The fee of private land may be 
condemned for public use, but on abandonment of use title would 
revert to original owner. Is there any substantial difference in legal 
effect between the form of the Smith grant and the grant of the fee, 
construed in the light of the permit, so far as the reversionary right 
of the United States is concerned? We strongly desire, however, 
the grant to be absolute, if this can possibly be obtained. If there 
is no hope of securing this, report at once Mr. Woodruff's final views 
upon the suggestion herein made for further conference at this end. 

Long, City Attorney. 
LiNDLEY, Special Counsel. 
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1822 North Fifteenth Street, PMladelphiay Pa, 

Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Addressing you as chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, I herewith respectfully beg to register my protest 
against the granting of the proposed water right in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley to the city of San Francisco. 

Writer protests as a patriotic American citizen who sees no justice 
in sacrificing this splendid national property for the pecimiary bene- 
fit of any one community, especially when such a grant is in no way 
necessary, as I believe could be easily proved by a committee of 
noninterested and impartial citizens. Writer has traveled exten- 
sively over the countries of the world, and has viewed at times, I 
must confess with some envy, the wonders of nature which foreign 
countries offer to American tourists. 

We, too, have our own natural scenerv to offer to the gaze of the 
world, among which is the Hetch Hetchv, which might well make 
any true anciloyal American's blood tingle with pride. 

Sir, may we develop these things, not destroy them. May we 
live down our reputation of commercialism. God has granted us 
these masterpieces of His handiwork. May we and our posterity 
en loy them. 

Writer feels that when this matter is carefully considered by you, 
you will be guided by those loftier motives which I am proud to 
think most of our National Representatives are always guided by. 
I have the honor to be, 

Yours, respectfully, Wm. H. Jarden, Jr. 



New Bedford, Mass. 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Dear Sirs: We wish to protest against allowing the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley to be used as a reservoir for San Francisco. 

As there are other ways by which San Francisco can be given a 
water supply it seems a sliame and desecration to appropriate Hetch 
Hetchy \ alley for such a purpose and deprive the nation of this 
beautiful portion of the national park. 

Edith Eliot. 
Ida M. Eliot. 



The Century Association, 
7 West Forty-third Street, New YorTc. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I wish to add my protest against the destruction of 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley for a reservoir site. 

I have been in this valley a number of times and know it well. 
In some respects it is even more beautiful than the Yosemite and if 
left accessible to the public is destined to be one of the show spots of 
America. Thousands yearly will derive delight and refresnment 
from its charm. Water can be secured elsewhere and the rights of 
the nation at large should be respected. 

Very truly, yours, Alden Sampson. 
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South Pasadena, Cal. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

WashingUyrij D, C. 

Dear Sir: Please add this to what I hope will be a convincing 
batch of protests against the proposition to dam the Hetch Hetchy. 
The plan is quite unnecessary for the comfort of San Francisco and 
would be a sliameless destruction of the most beautiful spot in the 
country. If your committee defeats this measure you will have 
the hearty gratitude of our people, with negligible exceptions^^ 
Very truly, 

Homer P. Earlb. 



2530 D WIGHT Way, 
Berkeley, CaL, December 18, 1908. 

House Committee on the Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C. 

Gentlemen: Will you be kind enough to consider this communi- 
cation, in connection with the desire of San Francisco to convert 
Hetch Hetchy into a water resei'voir. The question is not con- 
cerned with the national policy regarding forest reserves, but is con- 
cerned exclusively with a new policy wTiich is sought to be estab- 
lished of permitting the public national parks to be invaded and 
their chief attractions, which to preserve inviolate was the sole cause 
of the creation of these parks, to oe exploited for utilitarian purposes. 
Our national jparks are very few in number and extremely limited in 
extent, and Congress intended originally that they should be pre- 
served inviolate For the inspiration of present and all future genera- 
tions. 

San Francisco will not be inconvenienced in the least by being de- 
nied the use of this water supply. The great rivere of Caliromia unite 
at her doors, where, by filtration, unlimited water is available, and 
there are numerous ancl more than adequate sources of supply in the 
Sierra now being pressed on San Francisco, which her present officials 
studiously belittle and ignore. 

Under pressure of an emotional President, the Secretary of the 
Interior has overstepped the intent of the law of Congress and author- 
ized the exploitation of a national park. If this vicious precedent is 
estabUshed now, by yielding to the present demands of an increasing 
population, it is practically certain that the future will see these 
national parks destroyed by complete spoliation under the insistent 
demands of a population when it has increased an hundred-fold. It 
is probable that some future Secretary of the Interior, equally mis- 
guided with the present, will permit the destruction of the remaining 
great gigantea within the national parks and destroy the last living 
representatives of those grand trees that were gilded by the same sun 
which shone on Pharaoh and have swayed their noble heads in the 
winds that have marked the flight of time during all recorded history. 

As the executive branch of the Government has failed in its larger 
duties to the United States and to the world at large, it remains for 
Congress to exert its authority. It seems to me that the laws should 
be so amended as to positively prevent the encroachment upon and 
destruction of the national parks. 

Respectfully, Geo. Edwards. 
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New York, December 24, 1908. 
Hon. Joseph G. Cannon. 

My Dear Mr. Cannon: I contend that Secretary Garfield, while 
technically within his authority in granting water rights to San 
Francisco, ought to have taken into account that the logical result 
of the grant is to ^ive the city control over half — the north half — of 
the Yosemite National Park. An engineer has reported that there 
are fourteen otlier avaihible sources outside the national park. In 
any event, as Congress gave the Secretary authority, if in his judg- 
ment *^not incompatible with the public interest,'^ is not his decision 
reviewable by Congress if there is prima facie evidence that it is not 
compatible? Tl.e bill now before the Public Lands Committee is 
intended to confirm the grant. 

Kindly read tais editorial of mine. It is a case of executive dis- 
posal of a matter wliich sliould belong to Congress. After awhile the 
Executive will be making all the laws and Congress appointing all the 
officials. 

Sincerely, yours, R. U. Johnson. 



A HIGH PRICE TO PAY FOR WATER — APROPOS OP THE GRANT OP THE HETCH HETCHT 

VALLEY TO SAN FRANCISCO FOR A RESERVOIR. 

Too little wafl said at the White House conference of the conservation of one of our 
chief resources, our fl;reat natural scenery, though Mr. Horace McFarland made an 
impassioned appeal ror its protection as a national asset. This is in no sense a local 
question. The Palisades and Highlands of the Hudson, the White Mountains, the 
Adirondacks, Niagara, the Yellowstone Park, the Arizona Canyon (to name but the 
chief of such treasures), belong to the whole country, and their invasion by special 
interests or their diversion to commercial uses should be a matter of the most vigilant 
scrutiny. 

The Secretary of the Interior, for reasons which doubtless appear to him good and 
sufficient, and with the approval of the President, has made over to the city of San 
Francisco, on certain conditions, as a reservoir for its water supply the wonderful 
Hetch Hetchy Valley, one of the most beautiful gorges of the Sierra, which, as part of 
the Yosemite National Park, was set aside in 1890 by reason of its scenery for the 
recreation and use of all the people. This action has, on the face of it, the authority 
of a congressional provision (of February 15, 1901) by which the Secretary of the 
Interior may grant water privileges in the three national })arks of California, *'if not 
incompatible with the public interest." WTiether the United States Supreme Court 
■would hold that such authority extends to the destruction to so large an extent of the 
original purpose of the reserve may yet be the subject of adjudication. 

In a matter relating to public lands the presumption is in favor of any course taken 
by President Roosevelt, Secretary Garfield, and Forester Pinchot. As our readers 
know, we have vigorously supported their enlightened services to the cause of forest 
conservation, as we have the services of preceding administrations. It was in this 
magazine that the movement for the creation of the Yosemite National Park first 
tooK public form in 1890, and the chief reason urged upon the I^lblic Lands Com- 
mittee for making the reservation— and we know whereof we speak — was to rescue 
from private invasion and for public use the rare beauty of the Hotch Hetchy and 
of the Canyon of the Tuolumne River, which flows through it. We therefore have 
particular regret that we do not find satisfactory the reasons officially given for the 
administration's extraordinary step, which logically would place the great natural 
scenery of the country at the service of any neighboring city which should consider 
its appropriation neces8ar>' or even desirable. 

Let us say at once that we hold human life more nacred than scenery, than even 
great natural wonderlands, vastly as they contribute to save life and promote happiness 
and if that were the issue, if San Francisco could not otherwise obtain an abundant 
water supply, we should be willing to dedicate to that purpodc not only Hetch Hetchy, 
but even the incomparable Yosemite iti^elf . But this is not the contention of Secretary 
Garfield in the official document granting the request. The administration's position is 
not that the step is a last resort, that no other source is adequate, but that Hetch 
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Hetchy affords the most abundant and cheapest available supply of pure water. Even 
this is stoutly denied by the opponents of the scheme, who contend, moreover, that a 
dozen other adequate systems may be found. Eminent and disinterested engineers 
have declared the present supply excellent and capable of ample development, as the 
water companies claim, and since the city fixes the water rates, and at need may con- 
demn and acquire these sources at reasonable cost, there would seem to be no dan^rous 
''monopoly." Indeed, the permission to dam the beautiful valley int-o a lake is con- 
ditional upon the previous exhaustion by the city of the resources of Lake Eleanor, 
which is also in the national park. Other conditions are attached and compensations 
a^eed upon which are believed by the Secretary to be safeguards of the public inter- 
ests, with the important omission, however, to provide safeguards against the destruc- 
tion of the scenery; but the fact remains, that of this great reservation, which is as large 
as the State of Rhode Island, the northern third — for the watershed of the valley even 
above the Tuolumne Meadows must go with the valley itself — is to be withdrawn 
from the use of the people of the whole United States and given to the city of San 
Francisco. This involves a new principle and a dangerous precedent, and is a tre- 
mendous price for the nation to pay for San Francisco *8 water, and the burden of proof 
that it is necessary is upon those who advocated the grant. It is not enough that it 
should be thought merely desirable. 

It is idle to attempt to discredit such defenders of the public's previous rights in the 
valley, as John Muir and many other members of the Sierra Club and other like organi- 
zations by calling them "sentimentalists " and ''poets. " Cant of this sort on the part 
of people who have not developed beyond the pseud o-" practical" stage is one of the 
retarding influences of American civilization and brins;s us back to the materialistic 
declaration that "Good is only good to eat." Most of those who oppose the grant live 
in San Francisco and vicinity and are deeply interested in the future of that redoubt- 
able city; but they know the growing vogue of the few camping grounds of the health- 
giving park, into which, in the tomd and dusty summer the people of the lowlands 
swarm m "the pursuit of happiness;" they know the exceptional beauty of the Hetch 
Hetchy, only surpassed in the Sierra by the neighboring Yosemite and by the distant 
and not easily accessible King's River Canyon; they know, also — to meet on its own 
ground the argument of cheapness — the money value of California's great natural 
attractions, and that once to destroy the beautiful valley floor by flooding will be to 
render it irrecoverable. 

There is one ground of hope that the danger may be averted. By the time it can be 
demonstrated that Lake Eleanor is not adequate, it is likely to be generally recognized 
that a pure water supply need not depend upon mountain resources, but may be 
obtained by filtration from streams of less pure quality. Meantime the citizens of San 
Francisco, who ^alone of Califomians) are to vote upon the question, will do well to 
exhaust every otner possibility of meeting their needs before giving their consent to the 
ruin of one of their imperial State's greatest natural treasures. We are confident that 
this issue would be the one most approved by the officials at Washington, who, from 
conscientious motives, have given assent to local official demands. 



Sharon, Mass., December Z^y 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: Referring to House joint resolution 184, providing congres- 
sional authority for San Francisco to flood the Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
which is now before the House Committee on Public Ijands, of which 
you are chairman, I wish to protest as a citizen and voter against 
granting such rights until the absolute necessity for it is proved. 
Especially do I object to the granting of any title in fee to San Fran- 
cisco of lands in the public domain. It seems to me and others \vhora 
I have talked with that this is a dangerous precedent. Further, I 
believe such natural scenery to be a national re^source of real value to 
the whole people, not to be given up lightly for the benefit of one 
community. Without going into the argument further, I wish to 
urge that your committee give this matter most careful consideration. 
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While not a constituent of any member of your committee, I feel 
that I have a right to register my opinion as a citizen having equal 
rights with all otner citizens in the national parks and lands. 
Respectfully, 

ROBIE G. Frye. 



42 Mount Vernon Street, 

BostoUj Mass., December 24, 1908, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. 0. 

Dear Sir: I desire to enter my protest against House joint resolu- 
tion No. 184, which I am given to understand is now before your 
committee, giving authority to San* Francisco to flood the lietch 
Hetchy Valley for a water supply. The granting or exchange of 
public park lands by the Government, which have oeen set aside for 
the use of the people of this country as permanent recreation ground, 
particularly wnen located in some of the finest scenery which this 
country possesses, seems to me to be establishing a most dangeious 
precedent. If this can be done in one instance, why not m all? 
What natural beauties will be immune from the greed of private 
capital? 

The value of these government parks is becoming greater every 
year, as the traveling public increases in size. Witness the vast 
numbers who now visit tne Yellowstone Park, the Yosemite, or Mount 
Rainier. As time goes on this tendency will not decrease. The 
proposed action in this case is the less justified in that the need of the 
city is still unproven. At least until this source of water supply has 
been shown to be absolutely necessary to San Francisco I maintain 
that the Government should keep possession and control of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

The mere ownership of certain claims bv the city in this govern- 
ment reservation does not seem to me to be an adequate reason for 
the proposed grant. As occasion offers these could probably be pur- 
chased Dy the Government very reasonably when it is once known 
the scheme has fallen through. 

It is the universal verdict of those who have any interest in the 
preservation of these heritages of the nation that the Government 
IS proposing to take a false step in this instance, and any such action 
is strongly condemned. As one of these individuals, 1 beg to offer 
my protest against the loss of something which can never be replaced. 
Yours, truly, 

Howard Palmer, 
Member Appala>cMan Mountain Club, 
American Alpine Club, Canadian Alpine Club. 
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CooLrooE Corner, 

BrooMiney Mass., December 24, 1908. 

Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: As a member of the Appalachian Mountain Club, I wish 
to enter my protest against the proposed legislation, House joint 
resolution 184, providing congressional authority for San Francisco 
to flood the Hetcn Hetchy Valley, which is now before your committee. 

Apparently the result of this bill, if passed, would be a practical 
surrender of the Yosemite National Park to the city of San Francisco 
for utilitarian purposes; as it would undoubtedly become necessary 
sooner or later, in order to protect the Hetch Hetchy basin against 
possible contamination, to close all the camp grounds now existing 
m the basin, in the Tuolumne Canyon, and at Soda Springs, thereby 
making it impossible for any citizen of the United States U) visit and 
enjoy the wonderful scenic splendors of the Yosemite Valley. 

I beUeve that the integrity of our national parks should be pre- 
served for the benefit of all the people, especially where their per- 
version to utilitarian use is not absolutelv required, and I understand 
that hydraulic engineers of the very highest standing, who have 
examined into the situation, have reported that San Francisco does 
not need the proposed reservoir in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Hoping that you will vote against the passage of House joint reso- 
lution 184, I remain, 

Very respectfully, yours, F. A. Russell. 



Boston, December 24, 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest against the passage of House joint 
resolution 184, now before the House Committee on Public Lands, 
which will permit the city of San Francisco to flood the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. I trust that Congress will take no steps to authorize the 
disposition of any part of the Yosemite National Park, but on the 
contrary will prevent the use of any part of it as desired by the city of 
San Francisco, and will take steps to extinguish private owTiership of 
any lands within the confines of the park. 

Very truly, yours, James R. Carret. 



Fort Douglas, Utah, December 26, 1908. 

My Dear Sir: I suppose you are being much troubled about the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley question, but I feel justified in saying a word. 
A few years ago my wire and I spent several weeks in that wonderful 
highland region. We traveled rrom the heisrhts at the head of the 
Tuolumne through the meadows and down the gorge to Hetch 
Hetchy Valley. I consider it the most wonderfid natural park in 
the world and should much regret seeing it unnecessarily rumed by 
the damming of the waters into tliat wonderful valley. 
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I feel like saying, "Woodman, spare that tree, touch not a single 
bough/' 

With my knowledge of the mountains and streams of California, 
I am certain this can be avoided. 
I hope you can prevent it. 
I am, very respectfully, 

Joseph Clemens, 
CTiaplain Fifteenth Infantry, U. 8, Army. 



1221 Merchant's Exchange, 
San Francisco, Cdl., December X6, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Ohairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

Dear Sir: I desire to convey to you my respectful protest against 
a grant bv the House of Representatives to the city of San Francisco 
of the right to use the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site. 

I have camped in the Hetch Hetchy and am familiar with its 
scenic wonders. They are of a grandeur that resembles that of the 
Yosemite VaUey. ^ ^ 

If Hetch Hetchy is flooded as a reservoir for municipal purposes 
its beauty will not only be greatly impaired, by destruction or tim- 
ber, covering of the bottom meadows by water, coupled with a shifting 
water level as it is drawn down, but its use and accessibiUty as a resort 
will be destroyed. 

When come into use as a reservoir, the interests of San Francisco 
in behalf of uncontaminated water will inevitably demand the ex- 
clusion of resident visitors not only from the valley, but also from 
other points of beauty and interest in the Yosemite National Park, 
draining into the valley. 

Other sources of supply are economically available for San Fran- 
cisco that do not destroy a wonderful scenic spot belonging to the 
nation. After San Francisco should be granted this right no re- 
fusal can, in justice, be made to any other municipality tnat should 
ask for anotner reservoir site available in the Yosemite National 
Park. And there would be other such requests in the future. \ 

This park and all its parts should be for all the people of the 
United States and not be portioned out to a favored few. 

I hope this may appeal to you as the proper and best view for the 
interests of all. 

Yours, truly, 

Cleaveland Forbes. 



CooLiDGE Corner, ^ 

BrooJcline, Ma^s,, December 24, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

(Care House Committee on Public Lands), 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a member of the Appalachian Mountain Gub, I wish 
to enter my protest against the proposed legislation. House joint 
resolution 184, providing congressional authority for San Francisco 
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to flood the Hetch Hetchy Valley, which is now before your com- 
mittee. 

Apparently the result of this bill, if passed, would be a practical 
surrender of the Yosemite National Park to the city of San I^'rancisco 
for utiUtarian purposes, as it w ould undoubtedly become necessary 
sooner or later, in order to protect the Hetch Hetchy basin against 
possible contamination, to close all the camp grounds now existing 
m that basin, in the Tuolumne Canyon, and at Soda Springs, thereby 
making it impossible for any citizen of the United States to visit and 
enjoy the \\ onderful scenic splendors of the Yosemite Valley. 

I Delieve that the integrity of our national parks shoufd be pre- 
served for the benefit of all the people, especially \^ here their per- 
version to utilitarian use is not absolutely required, and I understand 
that hydraulic engiaeers of the very nighest standing, vho have 
examined into the situation, have reported that San Francisco does 
not need the proposed reservoir in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Hoping that you miH vote against the passage of House joint 
resolution 184, I remain. 

Very truly, yours, F. A. Russell. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C, Smith. 

Dear Sir: Will you please use your influence to protect the beau- 
tiful natural scenery of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne 
Meadows from invasion. It is a lovely camping place and should 
be preserved. 

Yours, truly, Mrs. O. Donnell. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a native of California and one who has just pride 
in and who uses our national park as a recreation ground, I wish most 
vehemently to protest against the usurpation by the city of San 
Francisco of one of our grandest parks, Hetch Hetchy Valley. It 
is not necessary that we make this sacrifice to anyone, and San Fran- 
cisco has no right to demand it. 

Let me urge you to use your utmost influence, personal and official, 
in preventing this needless waste of nature's gifts. 
Sincerely, 

Arthur L. Kelsey, M. D. 

Napa, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hen. S. C* Smfth, M. C, 

Washington, D. (7. 

Dear Sir: Fef erring to the great question r f the city cf San Fran- 
cisco absorbing the water rights, etc., cf the beautiful Iletch Hetchy 
Valley : 

I wish by this means to enter my personal pretest against the 
same. Besides the present supply cf the Spring Valley Water Ccm- 
pany, which I am sure can be o otained at a reasonable figure if prcfper 
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negotiations are entered into, there are two or three ethers whereby 
the city cculd be abundantly supplied and net interfere with any of 
the beauties cf this great State ii ours cr to the detriment (f either 
power cempanies er irrigati n companies, which wruld be affected and 
destreyed oy the taking over cf the Hetch Hetchy. There are few 
enough places in cur country preserved in their natural grandeur and 
beauty without taking away this beautiful valley. 

I would earnestly request that ycu use all effcrts within your 
power to change this decisi n and f rever keep this property within 
the boundary (f the Yc Semite National Park. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

H. P. Goodman, 
President First National Bank of Napa. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26 j 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smfth, 

House of Representatives y Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I wish to express to you my earnest desire and that of 
many of my friends in southern Califorma that the beautiful Hetch 
Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne meadows be protected from conversion 
into a water supply source for the city of San Iraneisco. 

I believe that without question thousands of people all over the 
country are keenly interested in the wonderful re$?ion in question, and 
I firmly believe that any attempt at conversion to any purpose other 
than that for whic h the region is now being used would be an injustice 
to the people of the country grenerally. , 

Trusting that this letter will have your utmost consideration, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 

H. Muellen. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. SMrrH, 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Knowing t^ at t' e matter of damming tbe Hetch 
HetcJiy Valley is now before your committee, in order t"* at a water 
supply may be created for t! e rse of t^ e city of San Francisco, I, as a 
native of t: is State, as well as of t!" is city, and one largely interested 
in property interests lere, write you tbese few lines in order to pro- 
test against this being done. 

I do not t^ ink tl at a great national property, reserved for tl e 
enjoyment of t? e people of t^ e entire nation, s' ould thus be unnec- 
essarily sacrificed, as tl ere are a great many ot^ er available water 
supplies t! at mig' t be used wit^ out destroying one of t' e most 
attractive points of o^^r g:reat State, and I do not consider t' at any 
city or any set of individuals las a rier t to t^ at wl ich will forever 
destroy one of t^ e most beautiful valleys t!:at is anywiere to be 
seen in t^ is country. 

Hoping t^ at you will lend t^ e assistance of yourself, and also t^ at 
your committee will assist in every way in t. eir power to prevent 
this wrong being perpetrated, I remain. 

Very sincerely and respectfully, yours, 

Edward F. Delger. 
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University op Caluvdbnia, 

Berkeley, December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D, C. 

My Dear Sir: If there is still time to sav a word, I would ask you 
to consider most earnestly the rights of all the people of California 
and of the nation in the Tuolumne watershed, as well as the needs of 
San Francisco, before the Hetch Hetchy Valley is turned over for use 
as a reservoir site. 

If there were no other sources for a municipal water supply for San 
Francisco, no objection could perhaps be made, though even then it 
would be only an imperative necessity that woiild justify closing this 
region to the people, who should have preserved to them all of this 
wonderful coimtry for their enjoyment forever. As long, however, as 
there are other sources of supply, it would seem to me that the most 
searching and careful investigation should be made before setting 
aside the Tuolumne for this purpose. From having personally seen 
several of the Sierra regions visited by camping parties — the Kem, the 
Kings, the Great Forest — and their surroundings, as well as the Tuo- 
lumne country, it is my opinion that the latter, with Yosemite so near 
and with Hetch Hetchy only inferior to Yosemite, is one of the most 
wonderful and enjoyable, as well as readily accessible, natural play- 

g'ounds that this nation has, and the rights of future generations to 
ee access to such opportunities for the best recreation in the world 
should surely weigh against the claims even of San Francisco to this 
source of water supply while it has others available. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

Albert H. Allen. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith^ 

Washington, D. 0, 

Dear Sir: The city of San Francisco desires to dam the Tuolumne 
River for a water supply, or what is known as the Hetch Hetchy 
project. 

The Hetch Hetchy is another Yosemite on a smaller scale, and is 
one of the grandest and most beautiful features of the Yosemite 
National Park. It affords a convenient and magnificent camping 
ground that is being visited and used by a constantly increasing 
number of campers and tourists every year, and will soon become 
known widely as being second only to the Yosemite Valley, Cali- 
fornia's greatest natural attraction. 

The damming of the river as proposed by the engineers of the San 
Francisco project will entirely destroy this priceless property of the 
entire State and nation for the benefit of a mere few in and about 
San Francisco, and without adequate reason therefor, as San Fran- 
cisco has a number of other sources of water supply as fully available 
as the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Feeling that my duty as a citizen calls me to protest against this 
proposed destruction of a great national property, I respectfully 
request that you use your imluence to prevent this incalculable loss 
to the entire country. 

Respectfully, yours, A. P. Thomson 
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San DiegO; Cal., December 26 y 1908, 

Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. O. 

Dear Sir: I have visited the Hetch Hetchv Vallejr and consider 
it second only to the wonderful Yosemite. I think it would be a 
calamity if it should be converted into a pond. Will you not do 
everything in your power to preserve this beautiful spot for our 
childbren and the generations yet unborn? 

Yours, very truly, F. R. Burnham. 

Stanford University, California, 

December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith: 

My Dear Sir : I take the liberty of writing to you in protest against 
the proposed prostitution of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the purpose 
of supplying water to San Francisco. The Hetch Hetchy Valley is 
second only to the Yosemite in grandeur and not second to it in 
beauty. As a place of rest and respiration it is, and should long 
remain, superior. No one should be taken in by the argument that to 
cover the noor of the valley with water will not impair its beauty, for 
what is a beauty that can not be enjoyed. The watershed supplying 
a reservoir can not safely be made a camping ground for the public. 
Nor is this a mere case of beauty versus utility. The question is not 
merelv an {esthetic one; it is the larger question of fidelity to a trust. 
It is Dy no means principally for the use and behoof of the present 
generation that these national pleasure grounds have been rescued and 
reserved. The need of these beautiful retreats may not at present 
appear very pressing to people who still have plenty of elbow room. 
We, who are ' ancients of the earth and in the mornm^ of the times," 
should be mindful that we hold the resources of the land in trustee- 
ship for the generations which will have to bear the burden and heat 
of the day. What name shall we deserve among them if we leave 
them the supreme natural beauties of the world wantonly defaced? 
The need of the future for such places of escape from the crowd will 
be greater than the present need of San Francisco for more water. 
There is no sentiment more truly religious than concern for the 
interests of aftercomers. Happily that sentiment can now triumph 
without serious detriment to the mterests of San Francisco. 
Faithfully, yours, 

Melville B. Anderson. 



Fort Douglas, Utah, December 26, 1908. 

My Dear Sir: I suppose you are being much troubled about the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley question, but I feel justified in saying a word. 
A few years ago my wife and I spent several weeks in that wonderful 
highland region. We traveled rrom the heights at the head of the 
Tuolumne through the meadows and down the gorge to Hetch Hetchy 
VaUey. I consider it the most wonderful natural park in the world, 
and should much regret seeing it, unnecessarily, ruined by the dam- 
ming of the waters into that wonderful valley. 

I feel like saying, ** Woodman, spare that tree; touch not a single 
bough." 
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With my knowledge of the mountains and streams of California, I 
am certain this can be avoided. 
I hope you can prevent it. 
1 am, very respectfully, 

Joseph Clemens, 
Chaplain Fifteenth Infantry, V. S. Army^ 



Reno, Nev., December 26, 1908. 

To the Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Represent/otives, Washington, D, C. 

Sirs: As one who has enjoyed the scenery of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and Tuolumne Meadows, and realizes what their loss to the 
nation will mean^ I most earnestly urge your honorable committee to 
prevent the possible closing of these places to the public. 
Very respectfully, 

J. E. Church, Jr. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Wa^hinffton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Understanding that the House of Representatives is 
considering the question of granting the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the 
city of San Francisco to be used as a reservoir site, I desire to respect- 
fully protest against such action. 

I have been m the Hetch Hetchy Valley and have benefited by the 
privileges hitherto reserved to the people of the United States to use 
this beautiful spot as a scenic and healthful resort. There are o);her 
sources from which the city of San Francisco can be supplied with 
water, but no other Hetch Hetchy. And in spite of plausible, but 
mistaKen arguments to the contrary, the use of it as a city reservoir, 
wiU not only lead to its destruction and enforced abandonment as & 
resort, but also to a further restriction of the rights of visitors to other 
parts of the Yosemite National Park lying above the Hetch Hetchy, 
on ground of probable contamination of water flowing down to the 
valley. 

Tlus park was created for all the people of the United States. I 
hope you can oppose this attempt to deprive the many of their rights 
for the advantage of a few. 

Yours, truly, Cleaveland Forbes. 

NoRDHOFF, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington. 

Dear Sir : I write to urge you to use every possible eflFort to prevent 
the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, in this State. It now 
belongs to the nation, but the city of San Francisco is trying to get 
control of it as a source of water supply, although they have fourtrou 
other sites for a water plant to choose from. 
Yours, very truly, 

iENEAs McAndrew. 
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NoBDHOFF, Cal., DecembBT 26, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Enolebbioht, 

Washirigion, 

Dear Sib: I write to urge you to use every possible effort to pre- 
vent the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley in this State. It 
now belongs to the nation, but the city of San Francisco is trying to 
get control of it as a source of water supply, although they have 
fourteen other sites for a water plant to choose from. 
Yours, very truly, 

iENEAS McAndbew. 



San Fbanoisco, Cal., December 26, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebriqht, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, O. 

Dear Sm: I desire to protest a^nst a grant by the House of 
Representatives to the city of San Francisco of the right to use the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site. 

I am familiar with the valley, having camped there. 

It is a wonderful spot, ds you know, if you have visited' it; if you 
have not, please believe that anything that has been written about 
its beauty has not been exaggerated. 

It should be reserved as a scenic resort for aU citizens of the 
United States; and, all arguments to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing, it will be spoiled as such if converted into a reservoir for city 
works. A visiting population on such a supply watershed and 
iincontaminated water are incompatible. 

San Francisco can well obtain water from many other sources, but 
the citizens of the United States can not find another Hetch Hetchy. 

I trust you can find it consonant with your own beliefs to act 
against this measure. 

Truly, yours, Cleaveland Fobbes. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebriqht, 

Washington, D, C, 

Deab Sib: The city of San Francisco desires to dam«the Tuolumne 
Kiver for a water supply, or what is known as the ** Hetch Hetchy 
project." 

Ihe Hetch Hetchy Valley is another Yosemite on a smaller scale, 
and is one of the grandest and most beautiful features of the Yosemite 
National Park. It affords a convenient and magnificent camping 
ground, that is being visited and enjoyed by a constantly increasing 
number of campers and tourists each year, and will soon become 
widely known as being second only to the Yosemite Valley in the list 
of California's natural attractions. 

The damming of the river, as proposed by the engineers of the San 
Francisco project, will entirely destroy this priceless property of the 
entire State and Nation for the benefit of a mere few in and about 
San Francisco, and without adequate reason therefor, as San Francisco 
has a number of other sources of water supply fully as available as 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
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Feeling that it is my duty as a citizen to protest against this pro- 
posed destruction of a great national property, I respectfully request 
that you use your influence to prevent this incalculable loss to the 
entire country. 

Respectfully, yours, A. P. Thomson. 



Napa, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Emolebright, M. C,, 

Washington, D, (7. 

Dear Sir : Referring to the great question of the city of San Fran- 
cisco absorbing the water rights, etc., on the beautiful Hetch Hetchy 
Valley: 

I wish by this means to enter my personal protest against the same. 
Besides the present supply of the Spring Vallev Water Company, 
which, I am sure, can oe obtained at a reasonable figure, if proper 
negotiations are entered into, there are two or three others whereby 
the city could be abundantly supplied, and not interfere with any of 
the beauties of this great State or ours, or .to the detriment of either 

Sower companies or urigation companies, which would be affected and 
estroyed by the taking over of tne Hetch Hetchy. There are few 
enough places in our country preserved in their natural grandeur and 
beauty, without taking away this beautiful valley. 

I would earnestly request that you use all efforts within your power 
to change this decision and forever keep this property withm the 
boundary of the Yosemite National Park. 
V ery respectfully, yours, 

H. P. Goodman, 
President First National BarJc. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to express to you mj earnest desire and that of 
many of my friends in southern Califorma that the beautiful Hetch 
Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows be protected from conver- 
sion into a water supply source for the city or San Francisco. 

I beUeve that without question thousands of people all over the 
country are keenly interested in the wonderful region in question, 
and I firmly believe that any attempt at conversion to any purpose 
other than that for which the region is now being used would be an 
injustice to the people of the country generally. 

Trusting that this letter will have your utmost consideration, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 

H. N. Mellen. 



Stanford IJNivERsrry, California, 

December 26, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright: 

My Dear Sir: I take the liberty of writing to you in protest 
against the proposed prostitution of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the 
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purpose of supplying water to San Francisco. The Hetch Hetchy 
Valley is secona only to the Yoseraite in grandeur and not second 
to it m beauty. As a place of rest and respiration it is, and should 
long remain, superior. No one should be taken in bv the argument 
that to cover the floor of the valley with water will not impair its 
beauty, for what is a beauty that can not be enjoyed? The water- 
shed supplying a reservoir can not safely be made a camping ground 
for the public. Nor is this a mere case of Beauty v. Utility. The 
question is not merely an esthetic one, it is the larger question of 
fidelity to a trust, tt is by no means principally for the use and 
behoof of the present generation that these national pleasure grounds 
have been rescued and reserved. The need of these beautiful retreats 
may not at present appear very pressing to people who still have 
plenty of elbowroom. We who are *' ancients of the earth and in the 
mommg of the times " should be mindful that we hold the resources 
of the land in trusteeship for the generations which will have to bear 
the burden and heat of the day. What name shall we deserve 
among them if we leave them the supreme natural beauties of the 
world wantonly defaced? The need of the future for such places of 
escape from the crowd will be greater than the present need of San 
Francisco for more water. There is no sentiment more truly religious 
than concern for the interests of after-comers. Happily tnat senti- 
ment can now triumph without serious detriment to the interests of 
San Francisco. 

Faithfully, yours, Melville B. Anderson. 



Burlington, Iow^a, Decemher 26, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Enqlebrioht, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sib: I thank you for your letter of December 22, contain- 
ing information about the Hetch Hetchy proposition now before the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

I am familiar with the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and would deem the 
turning of it into a reservoir nothing less than a public calamity. 
Please place before the committee my earnest protest against grant- 
ing the petition of San Francisco. 

Very truly, yours, F. M. Fultz. 

Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D, C 

Dear Sir: I wish to express to you my earnest desire and that 
of many of my friends in southern California that the beautiful 
Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows be protected from 
conversion into a water supply source for the city of San Francisco. 

I believe that without question thousands of people all over the 
country are keenly interested in the wonderful region in question, 
and I firmly believe that any attempt at conversion to any purpose 
other than that for which the region is now being used w^ould be an 
injustice to the people of the country generally''. 

Trusting that this letter will have your utmost consideration, I am. 
Respectfully, yours, 

II. N. Mellen. 
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Stanford University, Cal., 

December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chmrman Committee on Public Lands. 

My Dear Sir: I take the liberty of writing to you in protest 
against the proposed prostitution of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to 
the purpose of supplying water to San Francisco. The Hetch 
Hetchy Valley is second only to the Yosemite in grandeur, and not 
second to it in beauty. As a place of rest and respiration it is and 
should long remain superior. No one should be taken in by the argu- 
ment that to cover the floor of the valley with water will not impair 
its beauty, for what is a beauty that can not be enjoyed? The 
watershed supplying a reservoir can not safely be made a camping 

froimd for the pub fie. Nor is this a mere case of Beauty v. Utility, 
he question is not merely an esthetic one; it is the larger question 
of fidelity to a trust. It is by no means principally for the use and 
behoof or the present generation that these national pleasure grounds 
have been rescued and reserved. The need of these beautiful retreats 
may not at present appear very pressing to people who still have 
plenty of elbowroom. We who are ** ancients of the earth and in 
the morning of the times" should be mindful that we hold the re- 
sources of the land in trusteeship for the generations which will have 
to bear the burden and heat of the day. What name shall we deserve 
among them if we leave them the supreme natural beauties of the 
world wantonly defaced? The need of the future for such places of 
escape from the crowd will be greater than the present need of San 
Francisco for more water. There is no sentiment more truly relig- 
ious than concern for the interests of aftercomers. Happily, that 
sentiment can now triumph without serious detriment to the inter- 
ests of San Francisco. 

Faithfully, yours, Melville B. Andebson. 



Manchester, Mass., December 26, 1908. 

Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman House Com,mittee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to the proposed flooding of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley, I desire respectfully to enter my objiection to the 
surrender of tliis or of any pubUc lands in anv national park, and to 
urge the need of extinguishing all private claims through the pur- 
chase by the Government. 

Respectfully, yours, Arthur M. Merriam. 



Portsmouth, N. H., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell. 

Sir: The undersigned strongly object to the passage of *' House 
Joint Resolution No. 184/' which eives San Francisco the right to 
flood the Hetch Hetchy Valley of the Yosemite Park. 

We believe that our national parks should be preserved intact 
forever for the benefit of all American citizens, and we earnestly 
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object to any concessions or infringements of these general rights for 
tlie benefit of any individual, city, or corporation. 

We object to the surrender of any public land in any national 
park and urge the need of extinguishing all private claims through 
purchase by the Grovemment. 

Respectfully, yours, Lily Wells. 

Howard Wells. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 

Hon. S. C. SMrrH, Hon. W. F. Enolebriqht, and 

Hon. Frank Mondell, Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of RepresentaMves. 

Dear Sirs: I have recently heard of the attempt of San Francisco 
to obtain a supply of water for the city, and I believe they are try ing 
to obtain the right to supply the city from the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
and the Tuolumne Meadows. As one who was in correspondence 
with one of the Sierra Madre clubs and full of the many wonderful 
scenic beauties of this res:ion, I want to enter my protest against 
the granting of such rights to San Francisco. VVnere there are 
numberless other available water supplies near at hand such a beauti- 
ful region should not be desecrated as this region must if San Francisco 
is to obtain the right to draw the water from this region and destroy 
the many scenic beauties of this wonderful national property. 
Very truly, yours,. 

Miss Julia M. Hall. 



NoRDHOFP, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington. 

Dear Sir: I write to urge you to use every possible effort to pre- 
vent the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley in this State. It 
now belongs to the nation; but the city oi San irancisco is trying to 
get control of it as a source of water sOpply, although they have four- 
teen other sites for a water plant to choose from. 
Yours, ver>'^ truly, 

iENEAs McAndrew. 



Rochester, N. Y., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I learn from authoritative sources that a scheme is on 
foot to induce the Government to permit the city of San Francisco 
to dam the Hetch Hetchy Valley, wtiich is a part of the great natural 
wonders connected with the Yosemite. 

While the people of this vicinity do not live in such close proximity 
as to be able to visit this great natural park, yet many of them do,, 
and appreciate the efforts or the Government to preserve its wondroua 
beauty, and wish to protest against any encroachment upon the same 
by the city of San Francisco. 
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The national authorities can not be too strenuous in preventing 
the encroachment on public lands and too diligent in the preservar- 
tion of the great natural parks before it is too late. I am, 
Very respectfully, yours, 

Howard H. Wideneb. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26 j 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D, 0. 

My Dear Sir: As a nature lover and one familiar with many of 
the highways and byways of our own beautiful coast range moun- 
tains, I wish to add my voice to the great protest against San Fran- 
cisco being permitted to spoil to all the world but themselves and 
for all time the beautiful JHetch Hetchy Valley. It is particularly 
unfair to this part of the State as well as ruthlessly ana needlessly 
taking from mankind one more of nature's great beauty spots. I beg 
that you may aid us in preserving this valley. 
Respectfully, yours, 

L. M. Woodward. 



Napa, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to the great question of the city of San Fran- 
cisco absorbing the water rights, etc., of the beautiful Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. 

I wish by this means to enter my personal protest against the same. 
Besides the present supply of the Spring Valley Water Company which, 
I am sure, can be obtained at a reasonable figure, if proper negotia- 
tions are entered into, there are two or three others wnereby the city 
could be abundantly supplied, and not interfere with any of the beau- 
ties of this great State of ours, or to the detriment of either power 
companies or irrigation companies which would be affected and 
destroved by the taking over of the Hetch Hetchy. There are few 
enough places in our country preserved in their natural grandeur and 
beauty, without taking away this beautiful valley. 

I would earnestly request that you use all efforts within your power 
to change this decision, and forever keep this property withm the 
boundary of the Yosemite National Park. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

(H. P. GrooDMAN, President 



Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: This is to enter my protest against the use of any part of 
the Yosemite National Park, which is an inheritance not only of all 
of California but of the world, by any light or power company or for 



SAN PRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HBTOHY BESEBVOIB. 141 

any storage reservoir purposes whatever. The Government having 
protected this from private use in the past, that protection should be 
extended to it forever. 

Very respectfully, J. M. Elliott. 



I heartily concur. 



W. C. Pattekson, 



Los Angeles, Cal., December £6, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sib: Pardon me for writing to protest against the granting 
of a reservoir site in the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San 
IVancisco. Our national parks are all too few for the use of the army 
of people who annually camp and fish therein. It is particularly 
unfortunate too that anything should be done to mar the beauty of 
the Yosemite region, so famous all over the world, and the grandeur 
of which so many of us are justly proud. 

Anything you can do to prevent the granting of this franchise will^ 
I am sure, be of great benefit to us and work no hardship on the city 
of San Francisco. 

Yours, very truly, R. C. Devereux. 



p# Los Angeles, Cal., December 26, 1908, 

Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C 

' Dear Sir: The city of San Francisco desires to dam the Tuolumne 
River for a water supply, or what is known as the Hetch Hetchy 
project. 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley is another Yosemite on a smaller scale,, 
and is one of the grandest and most beautiful features of the Yosemite 
National Park. It affords a convenient and magnificent camping 
ground that is being visited and enjoyed by a constantly increasing 
number of campers and tourists each year, and will soon become 
widely known as being second only to the Yosemite Valley in the list 
of California's natural attractions. 

The damming of the river as proposed by the engineers of the San 
Francisco project will entirely aestroy this priceless property of the 
entire State and nation for the benefit of a mere few in and about 
San Francisco, and without adequate reason therefor, as San Fran- 
cisco has a number of other sources of water supply fully as available 
as the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Feeling that it is my duty as a citizen to protest against this pro- 
posed destruction of a great national property, I respectfully request 
that you use your influence to prevent this incalculable loss to the 
entire coimtry. 

Respectfully, yours, A. P. Thomson. 
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Los Anoeles, Cal., December £6, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: It has been my good fortune to camp in the famous 
Hetch Hetchy Valley in this State, and any effort made to convert 
this district into any use other than as a great pleasure ground open 
to all the people naturally arouses my opposition to such a scheme. 

The city and county of San Francisco is seeking a permanent source 
of water supply in the high Sierras, and has chosen the flower of this 
valley and the lower end of the Grand Canyon of the Tuolumne as the 
object of its desecration. San Francisco is sadly in need of a great 
municipal water supply, but such a supply, so eminent hydraulic engi- 
neers have detetmined, may be had closer at hand and at less expense 
to the city. 

In this day and age every effort should be made to conserve our 
natural resources and to enlarge and make more accessible our system 
of national parks. California is fortunate in her Yosemite (now a 
national parK), and will keenly resent any effort to steal the Hetch 
Hetchy. 

Kindly think this matter over seriously and do what you may to 
safeguard the interests of those living to-cfay and those who are yet to 
come after us. 

Hasty legislation is always to be deplored, and if you feel imcertain 
on this subject I would suggest that you permit nothing to be done 
imtil an investigation is held. 

Hoping that you may see this matter in its proper light and act 
accordingly, 

I am, sir, • Easson Avery. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 27, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Wdshingtimf D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest emphaticallv against the use of Hetch 
Hetchy Valley for reservoir purposes, and beg you to aid in defeating 
the proiect. 

very truly, Oscar Maurer. 



Los Anoeles, Cal., December 26, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

^Va8^h^7lgton, D. C, 

Dear Sir: As a native of California and one who has just pride 
in and who uses our national park as a recreation ground, I wish 
most vehemently to protest against the usurpation by the city of 
San Francisco of one of our grandest parks, Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
It is not necessary that we make this sacraiice to anyone, and San 
Francisco has no right to demand it. Let me urge you to use your 
utmost influence, personal and official, in preventing this needless 
waste of nature's gifts. 

Sinc^ely, Arthur L. Kelsey, M. D. 
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Philadelphia, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebrioht. 

DeabSir: I understand that San Francisco is trying to get pos- 
session of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site ror its water 
supply. As engineers say there are several olhor available sources, 
I see no need of destroying one of our fine national recreation grounds, 
which are already becoming too few, merely for the sake of con- 
venience or a small economy. Once gone they can never be re- 
stored, and they are a national asset, of which we have no right to 
deprive future generations — not to mention ourselves. I sincerely 
hope you will do your best to prevent the destruction of the valley. 
Yours, truly, 

Florence Keen. 



Los Angeles, CxL.f December 26, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebrioht. 

Dear Sir: As a member of the Sierra Club and as an enthusiastic 
believer in our system of national parks, I write you protesting 
against the granting to San Francisco the right to convert the Hetch 
Hetchy ^Valley into a commercial water tank. 

No doubt that city is sadly in need of a large and constant munic- 
ipal water supply, but such a supply is to be more easily and cheaply 
had nearer her own gates. It should be the earnest endeavor of the 
National Government (so it seems to me) to add to our system of 
forests and parks rather than to relinquish any rights in and to its 
property. The loss of Hetch Hetchy would mean a loss not only to 
California, but to the nation. 

If the Hetch Hetchy were dammed (and let me add damned) and 
converted into a tank, its entire floor would be rendered useless for 
camping purposes, and the waters would rise into the Tuolumne 
Canyon. 

To my notion of things, the Grand Canyon of Tuolumne is more 
impressive than Yosemite (which I have visited three times), and 
should be seen by more people as its beauties become known. It 
would be nothing short of desecration to permit this beautiful valley 
to be turned to any use other than that intended by nature. 

Of course there are two sides to every question, and no doubt you 
will hear from those who anticipate some financial betterment 
should the scheme go through. 

I sincerely hope, though, that upon investigation your sympathies 
and good sense will prompt you to act for the welfare of all the peo- 
ple and not for the pecuniary benefit of a local interest. 

Trusting that you will give this matter your most earnest consid- 
eration, 

I am, sir, Kasson Avery. 



Seattle, Wash., December 26, 1908. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am greatly interested in the preservation of the natu- 
ral beauties of the Hetch Hetchy Valley in the Yosemite National 
Park, and I earnestly protest against their desecration. 
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I trust that you and the members of your committee will do your 
utmost to have them kept intact. 

Yours, respectfully, John A. Best, Jr. 

(And 70 others.) 



San Francisco, Cal., December 28 j 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives J Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest against the use of Hetch Hetchy 
Valley as a reservoir for San Francisco's water supply. I recognize 
the great value of pure and abundant water, but I am reliably 
informed that such a supply could be obtained from other sources 
in the Sierras which would not involve injury to our national park. 

Having camped through the region in question, I can say from 
personal knowledge that it seems to me a shame that our nation 
should lend itself to a plan which would in all probability injure 
our park and eventually exclude all campers and nature lovers from 
the Tuolumne watershed. 

Yours, very sincerely, Oloott Haskell. 



( 



East Weymouth, Mass., December 27, 1908. 

Hon. Frank W Mondell, j 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands. 

Dear Sir: It is with great sorrow that all citizens of this great 
nation who have any regard for its welfare and the preservation of 
its poiats of natural scenery receive information or the intention 
of a great municipality to ruin one of the most beautiful spots God 
has bequeathed to our people. Expert testimony has saicf without 
hesitation that this sacrilegious act is entirely unnecessary, and there- 
fore is only a selfish and perfidious act on the part of the perpetrators. 
The precedent made by the surrendering of land or the control of 
land m any of our great national parks to any person or body, either 

gublic or private, is extremely dangerous and opens the way for 
•aud and crime on the part of imscrupulous persons. Would it not 
be far more in the interest of our nation for your committee and 
Congress to require the National Government to acquire by right 
of eminent domain any and all land in the great Yosemite National 
Park not now national property, and thus prevent any possibility 
of such dangerous practices as the city of San Francisco proposes to 
set up ? 

As a lover of natural beauty and a firm believer in the policy of 
setting aside as national parks all such exceptional points oi interest 
as are included in the Yosemite National Park, I protest most ear- 
nestly against any action by your committee or bv Congress which 
shall in anyivay injure any portion of it, and ask that your commit- 
tee's action shall be rather to acquire for the nation absolute owner- 
ship of the entire park area, the extinquishment of all private claims 
to any part of it which may now exist, and the consideration of the 
interest and welfare of the whole nation as superior to that of either 
individuals or a single city. 

Yours, respectfully, Charles M. Taylor, 

Member , Appalachian MourUain Club. 
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Los Angeles, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Wdshington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: As a native of California, and one who has just pride 
in and who uses our national park as a recreation groxind, I wish 
most vehemently to protest against the usurpation l)y the city of 
San Francisco of one of our most beautiful parks, Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. It is not necessary that we make this sacrifice to anyone, 
and oan Francisco has no right to demand it. 

Let me urge you to use your utmost influence, personal and 
official, in preventing this needless waste of nature's gift. 
Sincerely, 

Arthur L. Kelsey, M. D. 

East Oakland, Cal., Decetuher 28, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washingtonf D. C. 

Dear Sir: The region asked for by San Francisco, known as Hetch 
Hetchy, for a municipal water supply, has been for years a healthful 
pleasure ground for people all over tne State even before it was desig- 
nated as national-park property, and it is presumptuous on the part 
of the few who have agitated this scheme of water supply to go before 
your committee with the idea that this is the only spot in the long 
stretch of the Sierran water sources whence San Francisco can get 
water. It only needs slight investigation to prove otherwise, and I 
feel sure no one who has ever seen the national park in the Hetch 
Hetchy" region, either in the valley itself around Lake Elinor or in 
the beautiful meadows above, known as Tuolumne Meadows, can 
think of the Government granting permission for the desecration of 
one of the most beautiful spots in the United States. 

Hoping you can see it in this light, I remain. 

Very respectfully, W. S. Gould. 



West New Brighton, N. Y., 

December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

OhairrruLn House Committee on Pvhlic Lands, 

Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: Understanding that joint resolution 184, providing con- 

fressional authority to flood the Hetch-Hetchy Valley in Yosemite 
ark is now before your committee, I wish to express the great dis- 
favor with which favorable action on this bill would be regarded by a 
vast and increasing number of citizens. 

The sentiment that the natural beauties of our country should be 
preserved is rapidly gaining ground, and I feel quite sure that those 
public men and officials whose influence is used m this direction will 
sooner or later be the ones held in the highest regard throughout the 
country. 

An authorization to exchange lands now within a national park 
for areas outside of the same would establish a precedent that would 
be far-reaching, and threaten the existence of every such reservation 
in the country. 

Very respectfully, yours, Geo. S. Humphrey. 

68714 — 8 F & H H RES— 09 10 
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Boston, December 28, 1908. 
Frank W. Mondell, Esq., 

Chairman Public Lands Committee, 

Washington^ D. C. 

Dear Sib : I believe in preserving for the whole nation such nat- 
ural resources as the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and hereby pretest 
a^iDst granting any prrticn cf this region f"r the exclusive oenefit 
of a comparatively small number of the people. 
Yours, truly, 

Frederick K. Abbb. 



Brooklyn, X. Y., December 28,1908, 
Hon. F. W. Mondell, 

Chairman Ilmise Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: As one who has seen how the beauty and value of our 
forests and mountains has, in places, been needlessly destroyed, I 
wish to urge, as far as I can, the preservaticn cf Y( semite Nati(nal 
Park. The precedent made in turning over the Hetch Hetchy Val- 
ley to San Francisco when that is unnecessary, as c( mpetent experts 
have said, would be dangen.us to the safet}^ ff any ether g( vern- 
ment land which it mav seem convenient for sumeb(,dv t(^ use for his 
private advantage. 

As our country grows, its great natural wonders will become more 
and in re valuable as incentives to naticnal pride; and any tendency 
to sacrilice the pleasure and recreation cf the great indefinite pubUc 
to the mere ccmvenience ( f a C( niparatively few will, I feel sure, have 
the unfcrtuTuite effect cf creating disaffection toward a government 
for a privileged party. 

Respectfully, yours, Robert Insell Raiman. 



Warm Springs, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman, Committee on Public Lands. 

Dear Sir: The city of San Francisco is trying to obtain the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley as a reservoir for a water supply. 

I feel that it will be an outrage and a shame to allow San Francisco 
to have the valley for that purpose. It is one of the natural wonders 
of California and in time and is now, one of California's great attrac- 
tions. Thousands of travelers and campers mil enjoy the wonderful 
scenery of the valley. 

I feel that San Francisco should not be allowed to destroy the 
beauty of that wonderful valley. 

It certainly is not necessary to San Francisco's welfare, as the city 
can obtain a supply of pure cold mountain water from many other 
sources in the Sierra Nevada Mountains. 

TVusting that your honorable committee will not view with favor 
San Franciscjo's proposition to grab that beautiful valley, I remain. 
Most respectfully, 

Wm. M. Curtner. 
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Los Angeles, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: As one of many thousands, I write to protest against 
the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site for San 
Francisco. 

Very truly, j^ours, Force Parker. 

Seattle, Wash., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public iMnds, 

House of Jiepresentatives, Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: I respectfully urge vou to oppose the proposed grant 
of water right in the Hetch lietchy V^alley to the cit}^ of San 
Francisco. 

Very truly, yours, George H. Walker. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Represeniaiives, Wa^shin^on, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I hereby enter an earnest protest against the granting 
of Hetch Hetchy to San Francisco. It is true San Francisco needs 
water, but there are, according to competent engineers, fourteen 
available sources from which good water may be obtained for that 
city, and there is only one Hetch Iletchy, and that is the key to a most 
marvelous countr}' beyond to which access will be cut off in time if 
Hetch Hetchy is turned into a lake. The whole Tuolunme River 
region now lying within the national park is of unusual beauty and 
grandeur, and it should remain the property of the United States 
and preserved for the use of the whole people. It is a wonderful 
pleasure ground. I have spent two summers there and know it well. 

I beg you will use your influence to defeat the measure that would 
take this beautiful region away from the people. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

Lydia Atterbury. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to House joint resolution 184, providing 
congressional authority for San Francisco to use Hetch Hetchy 
Valley as a reservoir, which is now before your committee on Public 
Lands, I wish to register my earnest protest against the passage of 
this resolution and against the granting of water rights in the Yosem- 
ite National Park to the city of San Francisco, for the following 
reasons: 

Such an enormous sacrifice of so significant a portion of the 
Yosemite National Park is unnecessary, as San . Francisco's present 
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water supply, sufficient for its present purposes, can be developed to 
three times the amount the city is now using, according to reports 
made by Mr. Grunsky, formerly city engineer of San Francisco; by 
Prof. George Davidson^ who made an exhaustive investigation; and 
by Col. W. W. Heuer, U. S. Army. Col. Robert Mendell, U . S. Army, | 

has reported on 14 possible sources of water supply for San Francisco. 
A glance at a map showing the rim-off of the western slope of the ^ 
Sierra Nevada with its many rivers should satisfy on this point. j 

If the Hetch Hetchy Valley were turned into a reservou*, as planned 
by Mr. Manson, city engineer of San Francisco, the flooding of the i 
entire floor and the lower end of the canyon of the Tuolumne would j 
ruin the splendid groves, render it inaccessible, and as a result destroy 1 
it so far as enjovment by the pubUc is concerned. I 

The proposea exchange of space in the floor of Hetch Hetchy for 
Hog Rancn is, to anyone who has seen the two places, absurd, Hog 
Ranch being without scenic attractions and the Hetch Hetchy 
one of the most beautiful and enjoyable natural parks I have ever 
visited, either in the Sierra Nevada or elsewhere. 

There being no immediate necessity involved, should not this entire 
<]^uestion be investigated bj a congressional commission before sac- 
rificing without compensation and without a showing of necessity so 
magnificent a national property? 

Yours, respectfully, Marion Randall Parsons. 



Redlands, Cal., December £8, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Waslmigton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a member of the Sierra Club of California, I wish to 
add my protest to the proposed dam in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
Yours, truly, 

Margaret W. Buck. 



Cambridge, Mass., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell: 

I have camped a number of times on the floor of Hetch Hetchy and 
have walked through the country of its watershed. The valley would 
be flooded and its magnificence made unsightly by the proposed dam. 
The wonderful Tuolunme Canyon would l^ rendered inaccessible and 
the rest of the watershed would be most certainly excluded to visitors 
for fear of polluting San Francisco's drinking water. This watershed 
is not only magnificent in itself, but is the most accessible gateway 
to some vast mountain country. Hetch Hetchy Valley can only be 
visited by walking or riding horseback 15 or 16 rough miles on moun- 
tain trails, and nas therefore not been as celebrated as it justly 
deserves. I ask from the bottom of my heart that you reaUze what 
an important thing it is to preserve some of our mountain scenery. 
And in this case there are many other available reservoirs of sufficient 
capacity. 

Yours, respectfully, Otis McAllesteb. 
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Bebkelet, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Fbank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sm: As a native of California, kindly allow me to protest 
against the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley for reservoir purposes. I 
have addressed Mr. Smith and Mr. Englebright on the same subject« 
Respectfully, 

G. H. GiLSON. 



Bellingham, AVash., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Wa^hin^ffton, D, C. 

Dear Sir: News reaches me this morning that what has for a long 
time been rumor has developed into a fact, namelv, that some San 
Francisco men are petitionmg the Government for permission to 
come into our national park, dam the Tuolumne River at the lower 
end of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and use that valley as a reservoir 
to supply San Francisco with water. 

I want to protest against such a thing being allowed, and protest 
as long and loud and hard as I can. They can get all the water 
they'll ever need from several other sources; and besides, even if they 
needed that water, they could spend a little more of their millions and 
build a dam farther down the nver that would serve their every pur- 
pose and not infringe on Uncle Sam's property. 

What I protest against is the mining of the Iletch Hetchy Valley, 
and ruined it will be if such a thing is allowed, as I know very well, 
since I have tramped all through that country and know it. It is a 
valley similar to the great Yosemite Valley, You probably have heard 
of that valley before, if you have not visited it. 

I hope that mv protest will count, and that you will help protest, 
too. Will you? '^ 

Yours, sincerely. Miss Tallltlaii Le Conte. 



San Franotsco, (/AL., December 28 j 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, WaHhingtony D. C. 

Dear Sir: On behalf of many friends with whom I have discussed 
this matter, and for myself, I write to beg you to oppose most vigor- 
ously the proposed grant of water rights in the Iletch Hetchy Valley 
to the citv of San Francisco. 

First. As unnece^sar)^, there being ample sources of supply else- 
where. 

Second. As destructive of nearly half of the Yosemite National 
Park with respect to the purposes for which it was set aside and dedi- 
cated, for the enjoyment of the entire nation. 

Were this great sacrifice of a magnificent national property justified, 

it is not, by an urgent need for water not elsewhere obtainable, 
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this grant should be denied in its present form, for the following 
reasons : 

First. The Interior Department seems to have overlooked entirely 
the interests of the nation in this finest national park. 

Second. The grant made by Mr. Garfield contains no provision 
requiring the city to build a road around the margin of the proposed 
reservoir. 

Third. No rental or compensation is asked or required for these 
priceless water rights, valued at over $10,000,000 by the representa- 
tives of the city, which should pay for the groat sacrifice involved in 
some proportion to the nation's loss. 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valu- 
able water power that will be developed, leaving it to be appropriated 
without compensation to the nation, by the city, local interests, and 
private corporations. 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park is left indefinite by the 
^ant. Representatives of the city have stated that it was the city's 
intention after the reservoir was built to keep visitors out of the 
entire Tuolumne watershed, nearlv one-half of the Yosemite National 
Park. 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, a grazing 
property of no particular value, for parts of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley itself, is preposterous as a fair exchange of value, when the 
beauty and greater value of the gem-like Hetch Hetchy is considered. 

Seventh. There is no existing immediate necessity for action at 
this session of Congress. 

Eighth. Complete impartial investigation of the entire [matter 
should be made by Congress or a congressional commission as to a 
nec^ssitv justifying such a sacrifice before any part of this great 
national asset is abandoned to a local and comparatively private 
interest. 

Yours, respectfully, E. T. Parsons. 



Malden, Mass., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell. 

Dear Sir : I wish to enter my earnest protest against House Joint 
Resolution 184. I believe no adequate reason exists for sacrificing 
the beauty of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and that, in default of such 
reason, the public will hold Congress responsible for faithfully guard- 
ing in their entirety our national parks. 

Yours, truly, E. G. Willcox. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28^ 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Wd^hington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a native of California, kindly allow me to protest 
against the use of the Hetch Hetch}^ Valle}^ for reservoir purposes. 
Yours, truly, 

G. H. Gii^soN. 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HKT(^fT IIETCHY RKSERVOIB. 161 

Seattle, Wash., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of RepresentaiiveSf Washingtonj D. C. 

Dbab Sir: I respectfully urge you to oppose the proposed grant of 
water right in the Hctch Hetchy valley to the city of Sa^ Franckoo. 
Very truly, yours, 

George H. Walkbr. 



Alpaugh, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

WashingUmj D. C. 

Dear Sir: As one of the many lovers of our natural parks, I wish 
to aid in preserving the Hetch Hetchy Valley from destruction by 
the reservoir contemplated by the San Francisco people. 
Yours, very truly, 

J. B. Van Horn. 



Los Angeles, Oal., December 28, 1808, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. (I 

Dear Sir: As one of many thousands, I write to protest against 
the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site for San Fran- 
cisco. 

Very truly, yours, Forcp^ Parker. 



Cambrhkje, Mass, December 28, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir: I have camped in Hetch Hetchy Valley a number of 
times, and have walked through the country of its watershed. It is a 
magnificent valley and rivals losemite. It hurts me keenly to think 
that the enjoyment of its beauties and those of the magnificent 
mountains of its watershed should be prohibited to all nature lovers 
forever after. You probably know the points of argument against 
it. There are plenty of other dam sites m the Sierras available. 

I plead as a nature lover that our grandest natural scenery be pro- 
tected from harm. I know that the greater cost of another water 
supply would seem a mere trifle when compared with the money 
spent in the enjoyment of sight-seers and nature lovers of posterity 
who will visit this valley. 

Yours, respectfully, Otks McAllester. 



Redlands, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wish, as a member of the Sierra Club of California, 
to add my protest to the proposed dam in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
Yours, truly, 

Margaret W. Buck. 
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BERKELEY; Cal., DeceTTiber 28 , 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Reyresentaiives, WashingfoUy D. C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to House joint resolution 184, providing 
congressional auth6rity for San Francisco to use Hetch Hetchy Valley 
as a reservoir, which is now before your Committee on the Public Lands, 
I wish to register my earnest protest against the passage of this reso- 
lution and against the granting of water rights in the Yosemite 
National Park to the city of San Francisco for the following reasons: 

First. Such an enormous sacrifice of so significant a portion of 
the Yosemite National Park is unnecessary, because San Francisco's 

§ resent water supply, sufficient for its present purposes, can be 
eveloped to three times the amount the city is now using according 
to report made by Mr. Grvmsky, formerly city engineer or San Fran- 
cisco, and according to report made by rrof. George Davidson after 
an exhaustive investigation, and according to a report made by CoL 
W. W. Heuer, U. S. Army. CoL Robert Mendell, UJ^. Army, has 
reported on fourteen possible sources of water supply jot the city of 
San Francisco. A glance at a map showing the run-off of the western 
slope of the Sierra Nevada, with its many rivers, should satisfy on 
this point. 

Second. If the Hetch Hetchy Vallev were turned into a reservoir, 
the flooding of the entire floor and the lower end of the canyon of 
the Tuolumne, as planned by Mr. Manson, city engineer of San 
Francisco, would destroy the splendid groves and render it inaccessi- 
ble, and as a result destroy it so far as enjoyment by the public is 
concerned. 

The proposed exchange of space in the floor of Hetch Hetchy 
Valley for Hog Ranch is, to anyone who has seen the two places, 
absurd. Hog Ranch being without scenic attractions and the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley one of the most beautiful and enjoyable natural 
parks I have ever visited, either in the Sierra Nevada or elsewhere. 

There being no immediate necessity involved, should not this 
eMire question be investigated by a congressional commission before 
sacrificing without compensation and without a showing of necessity 
so magnificent a national property? \ 
Yours, respectfully, 

Marion Randall Parsons. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washiiigton, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I beg to protest as emphatically as words can and as 
earnestly as only a Californian who Knows and loves the Tuolumne 
River country can, against the granting of Hetch Hetchy Valley 
to San Francisco. 

This protest is entered not through opposition to San Francisco. 
I am for San Francisco first, last, and all the time, because all Cali- 
fomians love San Francisco; but there is no good reason for turning 
the wonderful Hetch Hetchy and the country above it over to one 
city, since competent engineers assert that there are more than a dozen 
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available sources from which a plentiful supply of good water may be 
obtained for that city. 

Beautiful Hetch Hetchy is second only to Yosemite; and the Grand 
Canyon of the Tuolumne and Tuolumne Meadows, to which access 
will be eventually cut off if Hetch Hetchy is granted to San Fran- 
cisco, are most remarkable for grandeur and beauty and should 
remain the property of the United States and be developed for the 
enjoyment of the wnole people. 

Yours, respectfully, Lybia Atterbury. 



Virginia City, Nev., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D, C, 

Honorable Sir : As a daughter of the Sierras, as a naturalist, and 
as a member of the Sierra Club, I entreat you to look carefully into the 
proposed damming of Hetch-Hetchy before the final decision. 

The city of San Francisco is so very favorably situated as to other 
sources of a water supply that no stone should be left unturned to 

Srevent infringement on Yosemite National Park. Does not the 
amming of Hetch-Hetchy for a water supply for San Francisco con- 
travene a national law? Does it not destroy the beauty, impede the 
toiuist, and choke the freedom of the Yosemite National Park? Does 
a city's rights take precedence of the rights of a State and a nation 
when the only benefit is a pecuniary one of local interest? If the 
rights of one national park are marked with the destructive hand of 
exploitation, what will be the ultimate fate of all of our country's 
reserves of wonderland? In this age of exploitation (and I consider 
the Hetch-Hetchy project an imconscious or disguised usurpation of 
the people's rights) , America's greatest gift from the Creator is about 
to be sacrificed at the feat of Mammon if such honorable men as you, 
intrusted with the nation's welfare, are not appealed to by those who 
know these native conditions. 

Am a graduate of the University of California, a botanist, and hope 
to be a protector of nature's wilds. Heartily expressing the wish of 
all true lovers of nature, I am, 

Very sincerely, yours, (^ Lai^ra McDermott. 



San Francisco, Cal., 

December 28, 1908. 
To Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of liepresentatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest against the use of Hatch Hetchy Val- 
ley as a reservoir for San Francisco's water siipply. I recognize the 
great value of pure and abundant water, but 1 a;n reliably informed 
that such a supply could be obtained from other sources in the Sierras, 
which would not involve injury to our national park. 

Having camped through all the region in question, I can say from 
personal Jknowledge that it seems to me a shame that our nation 
should lend itself to a plan which would in all probability injure our 
park and eventually exclude all campers and nature lovers from 
the Tuolumne watershed. 

Yours, very sincerely, Olcott Haskell. 
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East Oakland, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: These few lines are written by way of individual pro- 
test against the desecration of the Hetch Hetchv Valley in this State 
for the purpose of a San Francisco water supply. The region men- 
tioned IS one very familiar to myself and family, and I can not 
believe that any sane person who has ever visited t])is region can 
understand how national authorities can permit such a unique feature 
of a national park to pass into utilitarian purposes. If it were the 
only source >\^ ence the people could derive their water supply, it 
would be nonsense for any sane man to protest, but doubtless you 
well know that this is not a fact; that there are other sources with a 
greater and less variable water supply just as available; and I sin- 
cerely hope the wliole claim to this portion of the National Park will 
be sifted by the Committee on Public Ijands before permission is given 
for this scieme. 

Yours, respectfully, W. S. Gould. 



Bellingham, Wash., Decemhev 28, 19()8. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Represeritatwes, WashimjUm, D. C. 

Dear Sir : If the people in San Francisco are really trying to ^t 
possession of our Hetch Hetchy Valley and make a reservoir of it I 
want to protest. It is preposterous. I have been hearing rumors 
of such a proposition for some time past, but paid no attention to it, 
thinking it was just some more ''politics," and San Francisco politics, 
at that, I can hardly believe that such a thing could possibly come 
to pass, but I received a letter this morning from Mr. E. T. Parsons — 
he usually knows what he is talking about — so I am \vTiting, and I 
hope it will help. 

My father is in the United States Engineer's office in San Fran- 
cisco — that is as near as I came to being an engineer, but I can 
readilv see whv they would like to use it as a reservoir. At the lower 
end of the valley the precipitous walls close in and every living thing 
they would have to do would be to build a short dam across it. The 
walls are almost perpendicular granite, and it would make a fine res- 
ervoir, and cost next to nothing. They could spend a little more 
money — perhaps a good deal more — and build a dam farther down 
the river and get all the water they need, and bother nobody. I've 
been all through that country camping and tramping, and so know 
something about what I am talking about. 

Hetch Iletchy is a twin to the Yosemite Vallev. President Roose- 
velt visited there in April, 1903, so he knows wtat sort of a wonder- 
land all that country is. 

That proposition simply can't go through — it is ridiculous — but, 
according to Mr. Parsons, probable. Please **pull all the wires'' you 
can to oppose this, and then come to California and go camping in the 
valley, and see for vourself. 

The Sierra Club, San Francisco, can give you all kinds of informa- 
tion on this subject. 

Yours, sincerelv, Misa Tali.itt.ah Le Conte. 
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San Francisco, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washinffton, D, C. 

Dear Sir: On behalf of many friends with whom I have discussed 
this matter, and on my own behalf, I write to beg you to oppose most 
vigorously the proposed grant of water rights in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley to the city of San Francisco. 

First. As unnecessary, there being ample sources of supply else- 
where. 

Second. As destructive of neariy half of the Yosemite National 
Park, with respect to the purposes for which it was set aside and 
dedicated, for the enjoyment of the entire nation. 

Were this great sacrince of a magnificent national property justified, 
as it is not, oy an urgent need for water not elsewhere obtainable, 
this grant should be denied in its present form, for the following 
reasons: 

First. The Interior Department seems to have overlooked the 
interests of the nation in this finest national park. 

Second. The grant made by Mr. Garfield contains no provision 
requiring the city to build a road around the margin of the proposed 
reservoir. 

Third. No rental or compensation is asked or required for these 
priceless water rights, valued at over $10,000,000 by the representa- 
tives of the city, who should pay for the great sacrifice involved in 
some proportion to the nation s loss. 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valu- 
able water power that will be developed, leaving it to be appropriated, 
without compensation to the nation, by the city and private corpo- 
rations and local interests. 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park is left indefinite by the 
^ant. Representatives of the city have stated that it was the 
city's intention after the reservoir was built to keep visitors out of the 
entire Tuolumne watershed, nearly one-half of the Yosemite National 
Park. 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, a grazing 
property of no particular value, for parts or the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
itself is preposterous as a fair exchange of value, when the greater 
value of the gem-like Hetch Hetchy is considered. 

Seventh. There is no existing immediate necessity for action at 
this session of Congress. 

Eighth. No impartial investigation has been made by the Interior 
Department or by Congress as to a necessity justifying this aban- 
donment of this great national asset to local and comparatively 
private interests. 

Yours, respectfully, E. T. Parsons. 



Davis, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

WaalmhgUm, D. G. 

Dear Sir: I learn that the proposition to use the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley in the Yosemite National Park, California, as a reservoir site 
for a water supply for San Francisco will soon come up. I have 
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been over much of the country under discussion and like every other 
loyal Califomian familiar with the conditions can not help but protest 
against such an unnecessary desecration of one of the wonder spots 
of the world. San Francisco has no less than 14 other sources of 
water supply, and to ruin such a mountain gem as the Hetch 
Hetchy and shut off access to the wonderful meadows of the Tuol- 
imine is a crime against nature which^ the Government should be too 
farsighted to permit. After bavins safeguarded it all these years, it 
surely is no time to take a backwara step and turn over to commercial 
uses a spot becoming better known and appreciated every season 
and second only to the valley of the famous i osemite itself. | 

I trust that you may have it made clear to you by so many that ' 
the reservoir plan is a very shortsighted and unfortunate one, that 
the project will be buried in oblivion. 

Very truly, yours, G. K. Swingle. 



Oakland, Cal., December 28 j 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives y WasMngton, D. C. 

Dear Sib: The Government of the United States has done splendid 
work in setting aside national parks, thus saving the beauties of 
nature in thig country from being destroyed by tasteless people. 

It is very pitiable that there are still men who do not seem to 
realize the value of those parks and who wish to undo the labor of 
years for the sake of a few dollars. 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley is in such danger. 

The founders of the Yosemite National Park certainly never had 
the intention to save it for the benefit of San Francisco alone. 

The future generations shall be thankful to the present generation, 
if it succeeds m preserving what former generations bestowed upon 
us. 

Yours, respectfully, R. V. Vloten, 

Jon. von Rosen. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December £8, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Hou^e of Representatives, Washington, D, G, 

Dear Sir : As one of many thousands, I write to protest against the 
use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site for San Francisco. 
Very truly, yours, 

Force Parker. . 



p.^ 

Redlands, Cal., December 28, 1908, ^ 
Hon. W. F. Englebright. f| 

Dear Sir: I wish as a member of the Sierra Club of California to 
add my protest to the damming up of the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
Yours, ti-uly, 

Margaret W. Buck. 
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Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Enolebright, 

House of Representatives y Washington^ D. C. 

Dear Sir: This is a protest, as earnest as words can make it, against 
the granting of Hetch Hetchy to San Francisco. 

I am interested in San Francisco and wish to see her get a proper 
water supply. This she can do, according to competent engineermg^ 
authority, from any one of 14 sources. Then why should Hetch 
Hetchy and the wonderful region beyond be sacrificed ? 

I beg you will use your best efforts to defeat the measure soon to 
come before the House granting Hetch Hetchy to San Francisco. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Lydia Atterbury. 



Bellingham, Wash., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

Dear Sir: I want to protest against the proposition of those San 
Francisco men who are petitioning the Government for permission 
to dam the Tuolumne River at the lower end of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and to use the valley as a reservoir to supply San Francisco 
with water. I have camped and tramped all through the Yosemite 
Park and consider Hetch Hetchy a ''little Yosemite.^* Damming 
the river where they propose to do it would mean that Hetch Hetchy 
would be no more. Those people can build a dam farther down the 
river. It would cost a whole lot more probably, and that is the reason, 
I believe, for their wanting to come in and take possession of our 
national park. 

I hope you will consider this and help us keep our park for our 
Uncle Sam's and our own pleasure. 
Yours, sincerely, 

Miss Tallulah Le Conte. 



St. Louis, Mo., December 28, 1908. 

Hon. W. F. Englebright, M. C, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Upon the policy of surrendering the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and its surroundings to the use of the city of San Francisco for 
water supply, allow me S) express to you my conviction that such 
appropriation should not be made. 

Permit me also to recall that during the Harrison administration 
these reservations, in connection with the Yosemite Park, were dis- 
cussed and advanced, with the system then inaugurated of protecting 
our natural and wonderful scenery and our forests and other resources. 
It took labor and moral courage to withstand the fierce opposition of 
local interests to do this. 

Among the most important reservations secured were these now 
asked for a city to be abandoned. It ought not to be done. The city 
has abundant water supply other than the reservoir to be constructed 
here, and it is not necessary to give this up. 
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I do not enter into the facts and arguments further, because they 
have been presented bv John Muir, M. Le Conte, Parsons, and others. 
But I will add that tnere is a growing public opinion in favor of a 
strict preservation of what has already oeen redeemed for national 
reservations, and an appropriation of this, one of the chief works of 
John Muir's patriotic foresight, will be deemed a surrender of the 
national pohcy and a return to the idea that the nation has nothing 
that can not be appropriated to other interests sufficiently persistent 
in assertion. 

Yours, respectfully, John W. Noblb. 



722 Chronicle Building, 
San Francisco, Cal., Decetriber 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, WdsJiington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest against the use of Hetch Hetchy Val- 
ley as a reservoir for San Francisco's water supply. I recognize the 
great value of pure and abundant water, but I am reliably informed 
that such a supply could be obtained from other sources in the 
Sierras which would not involve injury to our national park. 

Having camped through the region in question, I can say from per- 
sonal knowledge that it seems to me a shame that our nation should 
lend itself to a plan which would in all probability injure our park 
and eventually exclude all campers and nature lovers from the Tuo- 
lumne watershed. 

Yours, very sincerely, Olcott Haskell. 



East Oakland, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebuigiit, 

Washington^ I), (\ 

Dear Sir: Myself and family are very familiar with nearly all 
the features of the beautiful i osemite National Park, but none 
more so than tlie Iletch Hetchy Valley, for which San Francisco is 
putting in a claim, before tlie committee you are serving on, for a 
water supply. Anyone who will investigate the watershed of Cali- 
fornia an(l tiie location of San Francisco with reference thereto must 
admit that there are ample sources of supply of greater volume than 
the Tuolum:ie River and less variable supply; hence this protest 
against any permission for tlie desecration of the national park. Even 
though this supply was taken by San Francisco, it would necessitate 
the barring from the national park of visitors for miles above the 
Tuolumne Canyon in the region known as *^ Tuolumne Meadows," 
one of the pleasure grounds and scenic features of the United States 
for such an altitude, otherwise the water would becx)me contaminated, 
and certainl}^ a supply can be obtained in otlier Sierran sources better 
fitted for such a purpose. 

Hoping you can investigate to the point of refusal, I remain, 
Respectfullv, vours, 

W. S. Gould. 



I 



I 
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NoRDHOFF, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebrioht, 

Washington, I). C. 

Dear Sir: May I ta' e the liberty of seiHlino; you a personal word 
of protest against the granting to the city of San i rancisco of water 
riprhts in the Yoseniite National Park, and particularly in the Hetcli 
Hetcby Valley? It seems to me that the very essence of a national 
park is that tKe district should l:e preserved as a pleasure ground for 
the use of tlie people of tlie entire country, and that the turning over 
of the best portion of it to the (wliat would, of necesvsity, le almost 
exclusive) use of an individual community would be nearh' as great a 
sacrifice of tlie interests of the people at large as it would be to turn 
over a portion of tlie park to some private corporation. It is this 
very thing that we hoped would be stopped by the inclusion of the 
Hetch Hetchy in the national park. 

I am writing Vecause I liave traveled extensively in tlie Sierras 
during the Inst fifteen years, and I t^.inj: appreciate the beauties and 
future possil iiities of this region as no one who is not personally 
familiar with it possil;iy can. There is certainly nothing else like it 
in the United States, and if its natural beaut v is once destroved it can 
never be restored. 

I think that few people who have not lived in the Siernis realize 
how essential it is foi' the full enjoyment of the national park as a park 
and a pleasure ground that the 1 est camping groumfs and resting 
places that it contains (of which Iletch itetchy is much the most 
important) sliould be maintained in their present condition. 

The valley is already accessible to the public, and in the course of a 
few years could and should be n ade one of the n ost accessible of 
our national playgrounds. Far too many of our best spots in Cali- 
fornia have alreacly been acquired by private interests and the peo- 
ple excluded from them. 

I believe, *too, that there is absolutely no necessity for the sacrifice 
of the Hetch Hetchy for such a purpose. If this were the only place 
where the people of San Francisco could get good water there might 
be some excuse for it, but that is an argun ent that I think could 
hardly be even presented to anyone really fa iiiliar with our mountains. 
There is an abundance of good water readily available elsewhere. I 
am sure w^e all sympathize with the struggle of the people of San 
Francisco for a good and cheap water supply, but they certainly can 
obtain it without the sacrifice of our national park. 

I can not help feeling that it is high time to call a halt on such pro- 
ceedings as this, whether they are in the interests of a few private 
individuals or of some community. 

Personally, I am surprised that the question of making this grant 
should have even been seriously considered by the adniinistration, and 
trust that some way may be found for stopping the proceedings before 
they have gone too far. 

I am not in the habit of bombarding our Representatives with 
expressions of my opinion on Questions of national policy, but I feel 
that this is a subject with whicti I am familiar at first hand in a way 
that comparatively few of the people of the country are; and I also 
feel that there has been a good deal of ignorant or willful misrepre- 
sentation in advocating the grant, and that the real importance of the 
matter has not perhaps been sufficiently appreciated. 
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With apologies for troubling you, and with hopes that some steps 
may be taken for the prevention of this misappropriation of our 
national resources, I remain, 

Respectfully, yours, A. M. Wolfenden. 



NoRDHOFF, Cal., December 29, 19()8. 

Hon. W. F. EXGLEBRIGHT, 

House of Representatives^ Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I. The only business we have on this planet is the 
defeat of misery and promotion of happiness. 

II. Happiness is impossible without people who are interesting. 

III. Interesting people are impossible without art, literature, 
music, nature, and sport — the greatest whereof, and the mother of 
all the rest, is nature. 

IV. Happiness is impossible without health. 

V. Health is impossible without water supply. 

VI. In the arena of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne 
Meadows of California, controlled by the Federal Government, there 
is an alleged conflict between the water supply for San Francisco 
and the visual supply of happiness for mankind,. 

VII. The conflict is willful and needless, because — 

VIII. The engineers have reported fourteen alternative sources 
of water, which are an embarrassment of riches; and 

IX. There is no such embarrassment of riches by way of means of 
access to the sanctuaries of Sierra Nevada Mountains. 

X. Those who visit the Hetch Hetchy are not its only beneficiaries. 
Every seed of well-being sown there bears fruit in greater or less 
abundance to the remotest confines of the world; not only do its 
beneficiaries, by the enrichment of their personalities, become more 
fit to live with — they report directly with smiles. 

XI. Robert Louis Stevenson once gave a penny to an astonished 
urchin for skipping into his field of vision with a smile, which spread 
like an eddy to the faces of a dozen random individuals. 

XII. The Hetch Hetchy, nearer the center of population than 
Yosemite, is a spiritual garner house against the possible lean years of 
the future. 

XIII. The advantage of civilized man over savages and spend- 
thrifts is his sentiment against discounting the future. 

XIV. Let not the nation emulate the fatuity of the savage and the 
spendthrift. 

XV. When a knightly citizen presented the nation with a big-tree 
forest, to rescue the same from the civilized vandal, he won deserved 
commendation. 

XVI. Let not the nation be second in deserving to one of its 
citizens. 

XVII. I am one who, though but remotely hopeful of ever seeing 
Hetch Hetchy with my own eyes, feel that I can ill-afford to have ite 
radiant influence extinguished. 

XVIII. Accordinglv, permit me, through you, to register what in- 
fluence is mine in defense of national dignity and international 
happiness. 

Very respectfully, Herbert W. Fisher. 
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Seattle, December 28 y 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Enolebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. (7. 

Dear Sir: I respectfullv urge you to oppose the proposed grant of 
water right in the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco. 
Very truly, yours, 

George H. Walker. 



San Francisco, December 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebbight, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sib: Your appreciated favor of the 22d reached me to-day. 
In reply I urgently beg, first, that you oppose vigorously the proposed 

frant of water rights in the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San 
rancisco. 

First. As unnecessary, there being ample sources of supply else- 
where. 

Second. As destructive of nearly half of the Yosemite National Park 
as respects the purposes fpr which it was set aside — for the enjoy- 
ment of the entire nation. 

Were this great sacrifice of a magnificent national property justified^ 
as it is not, by an urgent need for water, not elsewhere obtamable, the 
grant should be denied in its present form for the following reasons: 

First. The Interior Department seems to have entirely overlooked 
the interests of the nation. 

Second. The grant made by Mr. Garfield contains no provision 
requiring the ocy to build a road around the margin of the proposed 
reservoir. 

Third. No rental or compensation is asked or required for these 
priceless water rights. 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valuable 
water power, to be appropriated without compensation to the nation. 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park is left indefinite by the 
^ant, and representatives of tne city have stated that it was the city's 
mtention after the reservoir was built to keep visitors out of the entire 
Tuolumne watershed. 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, a grazing 
property of no particular value, for parts of the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
itself is preposterous. 

Seventh. There is no existing immediate necessity for action at this 
session of Congin'®^- 

Eighth. No investigation has been made by the Interior Depart- 
ment or by Congress as to a necessity justifying the abandonment of 
this great national asset to private interests. 

More in detail the foregoing reasons may be set forth, as on the fol- 
lowing pages: 

First. The city at present uses 35,000,000 gallons of water per day. 
Mr. Grunsky, formerly city engineer of San Francisco, has reported 
that the city's present source of supply could be developed to over 
100,000,000 gallons per day. The same has been reported by Prof. 
George Davidson, who has made careful investigations, and who 
assured me during a recent interview that he was prepared to main- 
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tain his position in the matter. The same has also been reported by 
Col. W. W. Heuer, U. S. Army. Col. Robert Mendell, U. S. Army, 
reported on 14 possible sources of water supply for the city of 
San Francisco. In fact, few cities of the world are more favorably 
situated as to possible sources of w^ater supply. Anyone wdth a ^ood 
map before him showing the run-off of the western slope of the Sierra 
Nevada, with its many rivers, to say nothing of the rivers of the 
Coast ranges, could not be misled into the belief that the Hetch. 
Hetchy was the only source of a supply for San Francisco. In fact, 
the proponents of this scheme admit their chief reason for seeking it 
to be their beUef that it is cheaper, a supposition by no means estab- 
lished as a fact by tentative investigations into the cost of constructing 
the necessary work. 

Second. Destruction would follow to the Hetch Hetchy Valley if 
turned into a reservoir, for the reason that, whatever the eflFect it 
might have on the scenery, the flooding of the entire floor, many 
fatnoms deep, with water, as shown by the plans of Mr. Manson, city 
engineer of San Francisco, would destroy the magnificent camp- 
ground groves in the parklike stretches of the valley and render it 
maccessiole, unusable, and unenjoyable by the public. 

The fact of the matter is that there are three great foci in the 

1)ark„ from which, to which, and through which all roads and trails 
ead and radiate. These are the Yosemite Valley, the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, and the Tuolumne Meadows. Every season hundreds traverse 
these trails and camp in the available camping places throughout 
them. Personally I nave traversed these various trails three differ- 
ent seasons, each season spending many days in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley itself, and each time I was there there were numerous parties 
there encamped and enjoying the valley, running into the hundreds 
in number. This is but a beginning of the great tide of travel that 
must seek this beautiful recreation spot in the future. It is notorious 
that the Yosemite Valley itself has been overcrowded for several 
seasons, and the overflow will seek the Hetch Hetchy Valley and the 
Tuolumne Meadows in annually increasing tides of travel. Were 
this unsightly reservoir built in the Hetch Hetchy Valley, as proposed, 
no provision having been made for building a wagon road at the level 
of the reservoir through and about the granite cuffs that nearly per- 
pendicularly wall in the valley for the greater part of both sides, all 
of the trails radiating to and from this focus will necessarily be cut 
off and made *^no thoroughfare.'' 

Even were this great sacrifice of a magnificent national property 

I'ustified. as it is not, by an urgent need for water which could not 
)e supplied from other sources, the grant in its present form should 
be denied for the following reasons : 

First. The Interior Department seems to have entirely overlooked 
the interests of the nation in this, one of its most matchless prop- 
erties. What warrant is there for abandoning to any local or special 
interests a national property worth millions without either compen- 
sation or anv show of actual necessity. 

Second, 'f he grant made by Mr. Garfield to San Francisco contains 
no provision requiring the city to build a road in the valley around 
the margin of the reservoir, wliich Mr. Manson has suggested possible. 
Any grant of this nature should require this of the city. 

Third. No rental whatsoever is asked for these pricele,ss water 
rights, valued by Mr. Manson and his associates at over $10,000,000. 
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In any event, rental should be charged, to be applied to betterment 
of the park. 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valu- 
able water power to be developed, leaving it to be apprt^priated 
ijvithout compensation by the city and by private interests and cor- 
porations, wnen it should have been reserved entirely to be disposed 
of by the nation, the proceeds to be applied to the maintenance 
of the park, in building roads, trails, and bridges throughout. Is 
not this immense water-power value the ultericjr object of the pro- 
ponents of this scheme? They could get water elsewhere. 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park is left indefinite by the 
grant made by Mr. Garneld. Mr. Manson has stated that it was 
the city's intention after the reservoir was built to keep visitors out 
of the entire Tuolumne watershed, comprising nearly one-half of 
the entire Yosemite National Park. A positive stipulation should 
be embodied in any grant that free and unrestricted access for sight- 
seeing, fishing, ana camping shall forever be maintained throughout 
the entire park to all visitors, and that no restrictions, either by or 
for the city, shall ever be made on the full use cf the entire park 
in every legitimate way for park purposes. 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, without 
the least scenic attraction or appreciable value for park purposes, 
lying within the Yosemite National Park limits, for a portion of 
the floor of the Hetch Hetchy Valley itself, one cf the world's choicest 
park gems, is to me preposterous. I have seen Hog Ranch and 
sojourned in Hetch Hetchy Valley several times, and I would not 
exchange one acre of the valley floor for the entire ranch. 

Seventh. There is no existing immediate necessity in the case 
requiring any action to be taken at this time. Is it wise or statesman- 
like to wantonly dispose of a magnificent park, admittedly worth 
millions, until complete congressional investigation on which to take 
action can be made? 

Eighth. No investigation has been made by the Interior Depart- 
ment or by Congress either as to whether any public necessity war- 
ranting such a sacrifice of national property exists or as to the 
eflFect or damage such a sacrifice might have on the original purpose 
for which this portion of the park was forever dedicated. Would it 
not be statesmanlike to thoroughly investigate tliis entire proposi- 
tion at the hands of a congressional committee or an unbiased com- 
mission appointed by Congress before taking action that might be 
irrevocable, and that on the face of it would so greatly jeopardize a 
national property, particularly as it is manifest that no interests 
involved could suffer any damage by any such necessary delay? 

Trusting that you will see the unanswerable points against this 
grant, first, that it is without necessity; second, that it is destructive 
of the park, I am, 

I ours, respectfully, E. T. Parsons. 



Stanford University, Cal., 

December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebriqht, 

Washington, D. 0. 

Dear Sir: I know Hetch Hetchy and know some of the experts 
who are guiding San Francisco's deliberations in the matter of water 
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g supply, and beg to express my opinion that ConOTess is being stam- 
?dea in a way that will react on all who lend themselves to the 
etch Hetchy scheme. It is a characteristic hasty American per- 
formance. Many will resent deeply all connection with it on the part 
of our pubUc servants. 

Very truly, yours, H. W. Rolfe. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebrigiit, 

House of Representatives J Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to House joint resolution No. 184, providing 
congressional authority for San Francisco to use Hetch Hetchy 
Valley as a reservoir, which is now before your Committee on Public 
Lands, I wish to register my earnest protest against the passage of 
this resolution and against the granting of water rights in the 
Yosemite National Park to the citv of San Francisco for the follow- 
ing reasons : 

Such an enormous sacrifice of so significant a portion of the 
Yosemite National Park is unnecessary, as San Francisco's present 
water supply, sufficient for its present purposes, can be developed 
to three times the amount the city is now using, according to reports 
made by Mr. Grunsky, formerly city engineer of San Francisco; by 
Prof. George Davidson, who made an exhaustive investigation; and 
by Col. W. W. Heuer, U. S. Army. Col. Robert Mendell, U. S. Army, 
has reported on 14 possible sources of water supply for San Fran- 
cisco. A glance at a map showing the run-oft of the western 
slope of the Sierra Nevada, with its many rivers, should satisfy on 
this point. 

If the Hetch Hetchy Valley were turned into a reservoir, as planned 
by Mr. Manson, city engineer of San Francisco, the flooding of the 
entire floor and the lower end of the canvon of the Tuolumne would 
ruin the splendid groves, render it inaccessible, and as a result destroy 
it so far as enjoyment by the public is concerned. 

The proposed exchange of space in the floor of Hetch Hetchy for 
Hog Ranch is, to anyone who has seen the two places, absurd. Hog 
Ranch being without scenic attractions and the Hetch Hetchy one 
of the most beautiful and enjovable natural parks I have ever 
visited, either in the Sierra Nevacfa or elsewhere. 

There being no immediate necessity involved, should not this entire 
(]^uestion be investigated by a congressional commission before sac- 
nficing without compensation and without a showing of necessity 
so magnificent a national property? 
Yours, respectfully, 

Marion Randall Parsons. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 28, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a native of California, kindly allow me to protest 
against the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley for reservoir purposes. 
Respectfully, 

G. H. Gibson. 
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Virginia City, Nev., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

WashingtoUy D, C, 

Honorable Sir: As a daughter of the Sierras, as a naturalist, and 
as a member of the Sierra Club I entreat you to look carefully into the 
proposed damming of Hetch Hetchy before the final decision. 

The citv of San Francisco is so verv favorably situated as to other 
sources of a water supply that no stone should be left unturned to pre- 
vent infringement on Yosemite National Park. Does not the dam- 
ming of Hetch Hetchy for a water supply for San Francisco contravene 
a national law? Does it not destroy the beauty, impede the tourist, 
and choke the freedom of the Yosemite National Park? Does a city's 
rights take precedence of the rights of a State and a nation when the 
only benefit is a pecuniarv one of local interest ? If the rights of one 
national park are marked with the destructive hand of exploitation, 
what vn[\ be the ultimate fate of all of our countrv's reserves of wonder- 
land? In this age of exploitation (and I consider the Hetch Hetchy 
project an unconscious or disguised usurpation of the people's rights) 
America's greatest gift from the (>eator is about to be sacrificed at 
the feet of mammon if such honorable men as you, intrusted with the 
nation's welfare, are not appealed to by those who know these native 
conditions. 

Am a graduate of the University of California, a botanist, and hope 
to be a protector of nature's wilds. Heartily expressing the wish of 
all true lovers of nature, I am. 
Very sincerely, yours, 

Laura F. McDermott. 



Riverside, Cal., December 28, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Allow me to add my protest to that of thousands of 
Califomians against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley for 
the benefit of San Francisco, unless such action is absolutely neces- 
sarv. Our State is to be a populous one and in future our people 
will need all the mountain parks they can get. Let San Francisco use 
some place besides a part of the Yosemite National Park to store its 
water supply. 

Respectfully, Fred M. Reed. 



NoRDHOFF, Cau, December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondelx, 

Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: May I take the liberty of sending you a personal word 
oi protest agaiiist the granting to the city of San Francisco of water 
rights in the Hetch Hetchy Valley? It seems to me that the very 
essence of a national park is that the district should be preserved as 
a pleasure ground for the use of the people of the entire country, and 
that the turning over of the best portion of it to the (what would, of 
necessity, be almost exclusive) use of an individual community 
would be nearly as great a sacrifice of the interests of the people at 
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large as it would be to turn over a portion of the park to a private 
corporation. It is this very thing that we hoped would be stopped 
by the inclusion of Hetch Hetchy in the national park. 

I am writing because I have traveled extensively in the Sierras 
during the last fifteen years, and, I think, appreciate the beauties and 
future possibilities of this region as no one who is not personally 
familiar with it possibly can. There is certainly nothing else like it 
in the United States, and if its natural beauty is once destroyed it 
can never be restored. 

I think that few people who have not been through the Sierras 
realize how essential it is for the full enjoyment of the national park 
as a park and a pleasure groimd that the best camping grounds and 
resting places that it contains (of which Hetch Hetchy is one of the 
most important) should be maintained in their present condition. 

The valley is already accessible to the public, and in the course of a 
few years could and should be made one of the most accessible of our 
national playgrounds. Far too many of our best spots in California 
have already been acquired by private interests and the people ex- 
cluded from their full enjoyment. 

I believe, too, that there is absolutely no necessity for the sacrifice 
of Hetch Hetchy for such a purpose. If this were the only place 
where the people of San Francisco could get good water, there might 
be some excuse for it, but that is an argument that I think could 
hardly be even presented to one really familiar with our mountains. 
There is an abundance of good water readily available elsewhere. 
I am sure we all sympathize with the struggle of the people of San 
Francisco for a good and cheap water supply, but they certainly can 
obtain it without the sacrifice of our national park. 

I can not help feeling that it is high time to call a halt on such pro- 
ceedings as this, whether they are in the interests of private persons 
or of some individual community. 

Personally I am surprised that the question of making this grant 
should have been even seriously considered by the administration, and 
trust that some way may be found for stopping the proceedings before 
they have gone too far. 

I am not in the habit of bombarding our Representatives with 
expressions of my opinion on questions of national policy, but I feel 
that this is a subject with whicn I am familiar at first hand in a way 
that comparatively few of the people of the country are. I also feel 
that there has been a good deal or ignorant or willful misrepresenta- 
tion in advocating the grant, and that the real importance of the 
matter has not perhaps been sufficiently appreciatea. 

With apologies for troubling you, and with hopes that some imme- 
diate steps may be taken for the prevention of tnis misappropriation 
of our national resources, I remam. 

Respectfully, yours, A. M. Wolfenden. 



NoRDHOFF, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Hon^e of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I. The only business we have on this planet is the defeat 
of misery and promotion of happiness. 
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II. Happiness is impossible without people who are interesting. 

III. Interesting people are impossible without art, literature, 
music, nature, and sport — the greatest whereof and the mother of all 
the rest is nature. 

rV. Happiness is impossible without health. 

V. Healtn is impossiole without water supply. ^ 

VI. In the arena of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Mead- 
ows of California, controlled by the Federal Government, there is an 
alleged conflict between the water supply for San Francisco and the 
visual supply of happiness for mankind. 

VII. The conflict is willful and needless, because — 

VIII. The engineers have reported 14 alternative sources of water, 
which are an embarrassment of riches; and 

IX. There is no such embarrassment of riches by way of means of 
access to the sanctuaries of Sierra Nevada Mountains. 

X. Those who visit the Hetch Hetchy are not its only benefici- 
aries ; every seed of well-being sown there bears fruit in greater or 
less abundance to the remotest confines of the world; not only do its 
beneficiaries, by the enrichment of their personalities, become more 
fit to live with; they report directly with smiles. 

XI. Robert Louis Stevenson once gave a penny to an astonished 
urchin for skipping into his field of vision witn a smile, which spread 
like an eddv to the faces of a dozen random individuals. 

XII. The Hetch Hetchy, nearer the center of population than 
Yosemite, is a spiritual garner house against the possible lean years 
of the future. 

XIII. The advantage of civilized man over savages and spend- 
thrifts is his sentiment against discounting the future. 

XIV. Let not the nation emulate the fatuity of the savage and the 
spendtlirift. 

XV. When a knightly citizen presented the nation with a big- 
tree forest, to rescue the same from the civilized vandal, he won 
deserved commendation. 

XVI. Let not the nation be second in deserving to one of its 
citizens. 

XVII. I am one who, though but remotely hopeful of ever seeing 
Hetch Hetchy with my own eyes, feel that I can ill afford to have its 
radiant influence extinguished. 

X^mi. Accordingly, permit me, through you, to register what 
influence is mine in defense of national dignity and international 
happiness. 

Very respectfully, Herbert W. Fisher. 



Kansas City, Mo., December £9, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I write urging that you do all that you can to pre- 
vent the city of San Francisco from constructing a reservoir in the 
Yosemite National Park. 

I do not believe that a great national property preserved for the 
enjoyment of the people of the entire nation should be thus unneces- 
sarily sacrificed and diverted from its dedicated purposes for the 
mere pecuniary benefit of a local interest. 

I remain, yours, very truly, W. ft. Barber. 
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St. Louis, Mo., December 29 , 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: Upon the policy of surrendering the ITetch Hetchy 
Valley and its surroundings to the use of the city of San Francisco 
for water supply, allow me to express to you my conviction that such 
appropriation should not be made. 

rermit me also to recall that during the Harrison administration, 
these reservations, in connection with the Yosemite Park, were dis- 
cussed and advanced, with the system then inaugurated of protecting 
our natural and wonderful sc^ner}'^ and our forests and other resources. 
It took labor and moral courage to withstand the fierce opposition 
of local interests to do this. 

Among the most important reservations secured were these no"w 
asked by a city to be abandoned. It ought not to be done. The 
city has abundant water supply other than the reservoir to be con- 
structed here, and it is not necessaiy to give this up. 

I do not enter into tho facts and arguments furtner, because they 
have been presented bv John Muir, M. Le Conte, Parsons, and others. 
But I will add that there is a growing public opinion in favor of a 
strict preservation of what has already oeen redeemed for national 
reservations, and an appropriation of this, one of the chief works of 
John Muir's patriotic foresight, will be deemed a surrender of the 
national policy and a return to the idea that the nation has nothing 
that can not be appropriated to other interests sufficiently persistent 
in assertion. 

Yours, respectfully, John W. Noble. 



612 North Euclid Avenue, 
Ontario, Cal, December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I wish to enter my protest with that of the other mem- 
bers of the Sierra Club against the spoliation of beautiful Hetch 
Hetchy ValW. As a loyal San Franciscan I want to see the city 
prosper, but water can be obtained from other sources as easily and 
would benefit more people if brought from watersheds north of 
Yosemite, as it then can fee distributed on both sides of the bay. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Winnifred M. Beckingsale. 



Virginia City, Nev., December 29, 1908. 

Hon. Frank Mondell, 

^Yashington, D. C. 

Honorable Sir: As a daughter of the Sierras, as a naturalist, and 
as a member of the Sierra Club, I entreat you to look carefully into 
the proposed damming of Hetch Hetchy before the final decision. 

The city of San Francisco is so verA' favorably situated as to other 
sources or a water supply that no stone should be left unturned to 
prevent infringement on Yosemite National Park. Does not the 
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damming of Hetch Hetchy for a water supply for San Francisco 
contravene a national law ? Does it not destroy the beauty, impede 
the tourist, and choke the freedom of the Yosemite National Park? 
Does a city's rights take precedence of the rights of a State and a 
nation when the only benefit is a pecuniary one of local interest ? If 
the rights of <^ne national park are marked with the destructive hand 
of exploitation, what will he the ultimate fate of all of our country's 
reserves of wonderland? In this age of exploitation (and I consider 
the Hetch Hetchy project an unconscious or disguised usurpation 
of the rights of the people), America's grandest gift from the Creator 
is about to be sacrificed at the feet or Mammon, if such honorable 
men as you, intrusted with the nation's welfare, are not appealed 
to by those who know these native conditions. 

Am a graduate of the University of California, a botanist, and hope 
to be a protector of nature's wilds. Heartily expressing tne wish of 
all true lovers of nature, 

I am, very sincerely, yours, 

Laura F. McDermott. 



Sebastopol, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Pvhlic Lands. 

Dear Sir: The Hetch Hetchy is not the only source of water 
supply for San Francisco. There are many others which are as good 
and the use of which w^ould not be a crime against the rights of the 
people. 

I protest against the misappropriation of lands and water, already 
justly belonging to the nation at large. 

Very truly, yours, Thos. J. Pilkington. 



Orange, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I write you concerninij the proposed dam in the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley, in the Yosemite National Panv, for the benefit of San 
Francisco. And I ask you in the name of the people of California 
and of the nation at large to vote against any measure tending to the 
destruction of this, one of the few greatest scenic wonders of the 
nation, and to use your best endeavor to defeat any such measure. 

By doing so you will conserve the interests of the many and help 
preserve this most beautiful spot for the countless thousands wlio will 
visit it in time to come. 

Very sincerely, yours, Chas. E. Taylof. 



The Napa Savings Bank, 

Napa, Cal., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I have no financial interests that would be affected, 
favorably or unfavorably, by the proposition now pending of turning 
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the Hetch Hetchy Valley over to the city of San Francisco for 
water supply. Considering the fact, however, that eminent hvdraulic 
engineers nave reported that San Francisco has no less than fourteen 
sources of water supplv available for its use, and that there is no city 
of its size in the world that is more favorably situated, as far as the 
number of available water suppUes is concerned, it Seems to me a 
question that every good citizen of California should protest against. 
Camping on the floor of Hetch Hetchy would be not only rendered 
impossible, but its use for storing the drinking water of a great city, 
with danger of typhoid contammation, would lead to an attempt 
on the part of the city to exclude visitors and campers from not 
only the immediate valley, but from the entire watershed, comprising 
over 500 square miles, or nearly one-half of the area of the entire j 
Yosemite National Park, and including many of its grandest scenic j 
features, among them being the wondertul Tuolumne Meadow region, 
situated on the main river, a few miles above the Hetch Hetchv. 

The attempt to turn over power and water privileges in one oi the 
most wonderrul parts of our national park domain, not only closing 
the wonderful Hetch Hetchy Valley to our people who visit us, ana 
transforming it into a great reservoir, but probably aifecting a stiU 
larger portion of the country, to say nothing of the possible conflict 
with present legitimate irrigation mterests, is the most gratuitous 
pieces of grab on the part or a city that this State has ever seen. 

We hope you will use all efforts in your power to forever preserve 
this valley within the domain of the national park for the use and 
enjoyment of the people of tliis State and Nation. 
Very truly, yours, 

E. L. BiCKFORD, Vice-President. 



Stanford University, California, 

December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mond^ll, 

WasTiingtoriy D. C, 

Dear Sir: Americans are easily stampeded. The Hetch Hetchy 
business is a case in point. There is no good judgment and careful 
deUberation behind tnis Hetch Hetchy programme. If there were, 
I would not protest. I put human health and comfort above es- 
thetic considerations. But there is no clash of that sort in this 
instance. There are plenty of other supplies that are as good from 
every possible point or view. It is a question of careful, sane choice. 
Back of the movement for that particular valley is haste and impa- 
tience. I feel very sure that if you had mingled with the persons 
who are interested on both sides of this question, as I have, and been 
in the Sierras as I have, you would see reason for discounting much 
of the positiveness of the Hetch Hetchy adherents. 

I beg you to probe pretty carefully into even the most confideiit 
statements of the persons interested. If you can take time for that I 
have confidence in your decisions, for I have personal knowledge of 
your judiciousness, having met you once in tnefearly days of your 
congressional career in Honolulu. 

Most truly, yours, H. W. Rolfe. 



I 
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QuiNCY, Mass., December 29, 1908. 

House Committee on Public Lands, 

WasMngtonj D. C. 

Gentlemen:' Kindly enter my protest against the project to con- 
vert the Hetch Hetchy- Valley into a reservoir. The feeling is strong 
here that not enough is being done to preserve the national resources. 
Certainly those few places which have been, on account of their 
national importance, set apart for our common interest should not be 
given up in the interest oi the few. As representatives in one sense 
of all the people, I respectfully urge you to safeguard and protect the 
great trust w^hich has been committed to your hands ana not allow 
this beautiful region to be ruined. 

Yours, most sincerely, Chakles H. Hardwick. 



Riverside, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee Public Lands, 

Washington', D, C, 

Dear Sir: Will you consider the interests of the people as a w^hole 
in the matter of allowing the Hetch Hetchy Valley to be used by San 
Francisco for a reservoir? We have a right, have we not, to have this 
beautiful valley preserved for all time? There are many other 
sources of water supply for the city of San Francisco. The beautiful 
places in our coimtry we trust our Representatives to save for us. 
Yours, most sincerely, 

J. Adams. 



Boston, Mass., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Congress IlaU, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I hope you will permit me to say a word regarding 
House joint resolution 184. The pennission it will give for flooding 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley will result, I fear, in destroying for the use 
of tourists one of the finest of our American scenic treasures. These 
spots of beauty and grandeur are the noblest material possessions of 
our nation, and to throw them away needlessly is a crime and a sin. 
It might be thought that a man in Massachusetts, so far away from 
the actual scene of depredation, should have nothing to say about it, 
but in such a matter everv lover of his coimtry has a right to speak, 
just as a Californian would have an undoubted right to protest if a 
dmUar wrong were planned for the Niagara Falls, the Adirondacks, 
or the White Mountains. When such encroachments begin, they 
have most mischievous results. I earnestly hope that steps will be 
taken by Congress to prevent the contemplated action and to bring 
into the possession of the nation whatever territory is needed to com- 
plete the Yotemite Reservation, for the good of all Americans through- 
out all time. 

Respectfully, yours, Amos R. Wells. 
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Peoria, III., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C: 

As a citizen I \^ish to protest against the proposed use to be made 
of the Hetch Hetchjr Valley and Tuolumne Meadows as a reservoir. 
I sincerel}^ hope it will be preserved to the nation in its present beauty 
and service. 

Very sincerely, yours. Royal Cluxton. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Ilouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The writer has traveled extensively through the high 
Sierra region of California, and has visited Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
which it IS now proposed to submerge in order to supply San Fran- 
cisco with water, and it is against this proposed action that the w^riter 
desires to enter an earnest protest. 

In the grandeur of its great cUffs, the beauty of its numerous water- 
falls, the pleasantness or its floor as a place of abode for a summer's 
recreation, in its accessibiUty to the traveling pubUc, Hetch Hetchy 
is a close second to the great Yosemite Valley itself, and possesses 
features of its own not rivaled anywhere. As the people of the United 
States become more acquainted with this region and as the western 
population grows more dense, this valley will furnish needed recre- 
ation and pleasure of the finest sort to thousands of our citizens 
who would stay at hotels and camps on the floor of the valley, just 
as they now do at the Yosemite. 

The submerging of Hetch Hetchy as is now proposed would abso- 
lutely destroy it as a scenic asset. In answer to those who deny 
this, the writer will state that it is impossible to appreciate such a 
place except by remaining on its floor among the groves and mead- 
ows. Imagine Yosemite a lake, and then picture the thousands of 
tourists who now visit there being only able to see it by looking in 
from the edge. This idea will be understood to be absurd by any 
who are acquainted with the Yosemite, yet it is the exact condition 
that would exist if Hetch Hetchv were made a lake. 

Not only would Hetch Hetchy, which has once been laid aside as 
the people's playground, be destroyed, but the greater part of the 
area of the Yosemite National Park would likewise be graduall}^ 
withdrawn from the people's use. This is because this last-mentioned 
area is drained by the Tuolumne River, on the upper waters of which 
are the famous Tuolumne Meadows, justly popular with travelers 
and destined because of their central location with regard to the sur- 
rounding high mountains, their beauty, and their possession of all 
the advantages which go to make up an ideal camping ground to be 
one of the greatest mountain resorts in the world. \\Tio shall say 
that such a gem as this green mountain meadow, in its setting ol 
pmes anil snow-capped peaks, extending for 15 mildb along two 
Tbranches of the Tuolumne, and even now only 36 miles from a rail- 
road, will not in the near future be the location of a great summer 
hotel and the mecca each summer of increasing numbers of travelers 
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from all |>arts of the world? But if the water draining the Tuolumne 
Meadow is to be taken up 20 miles beyond to supply a great city, 
would not this city have a right to object to the presence of so many 
people on its watershed, and therefore succeed in Keeping them off? 

Ir San Francisco could not get any other water supply than from 
the Tuolumne, the writer would never object on any ground to using 
Hetch Hetchy, but reliable engineers have said, and it is known to 
be so, that many other sources are available. So why not use one of 
these rather than needlessly violate the sanctity of a national park 
and rob the people of California of one of their finest heritages ? 
Yours, sincerely, 

RoBT. S. Pike. 



^ University of Michigan, 

Ann Arbor, December 29, 1908. 

Dear Sir: I wish to add my protest to others which you are doubt- 
less receiving against the proposal to allow San Francisco to flood the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

The protection of so important a national property is a matter of 
interest to all citizens. Surely a thorough investigation should pre- 
cede the granting of a right to despoil the valley. This, I am sure, is 
the feeUng of a vast number of people. 

Respectfully, yours, Harrison S. Smalley. 



Riverside, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

^y(l8ki7lgUm, D. C 

Dear Sir: I trust you will consider the interests of the whole State 
of Catifomia and of the United States in the matter of using the 
Hetch Hetchy Vallejr for a reservoir. As a people we can not afford 
to sacrifice this beautiful valley unnecessarily. Please use your efforts 
to save it for us. 

Most sincerely, yours, J. Adams. 



Pacific Theological Seminary, 

Berkeley, Cal, December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

^ya8limgton, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I have camped for two summers in and about Hetch 
Hetchy and made a knapsack trip through the wonderful Tuolumne 
Canyon, so that I have personal knowledge of what it wall mean to 
dam up Hetch Hetchy. It makes my blood boil to think that such 
a valley should be needlessly and gratuitously given away. Especially 
do I wish to protest against the exchange of lands contemplated in the 
bill introduced by Congressman Kalm. -^Vn acre of land at Hog 
Ranch is not worth a square foot of Hetch Hetchy. Hog Ranch, 
devoid of scenic interest, now is only a stopping place on the way to 
Hetch Hetchy, and is absolutely worthless when the valley is turned 
into a reservoir. As well might one propose an exchange of Niagara 
for an equal area of Salt Lake. In the next place, no provision has 
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been made in the grant to require the city to build a road at the water 
line around Hetch Hetchy so as to keep access to the Tuolumne Canyon 
open. This would seem to be the least that the city should be required 
to do, for the Tuolumne Canyon is second only to that of the Colorado 
in this countr}\ Furthermore, absolutely no provision has been made 
for the payment of royalty from power generated, to be used in taking 
<5are of the park. 

So many momentous issues are involved in this matter that no 
action of Congress ought to be taken until the project has been more 
fully investigated by a specially appointed committee. There is 
absolutely no urgency. Why do the promoters of the scheme wish 
to rush it through Congress before the significance of the action can be 
seen ? If Mr. Uarfield or Mr. Pinchot had personally seen the valley 
the former could not have written about the valley as he did in the 
text of the grant, and certainly would have hesitated long before 
granting the city's appUcation. It surely is too late in the day to give 
away tne nation's resources and playgrounds in this inexcusable 
manner. Pardon me for writing with some feeling, for I am worked 
up over the case. I am sure you will not allow nasty action to be 
taken. 

Respectfully, yours, Wm. Frederic BadJ:, 

Secretary of Faculty, 



Ann Arbor, Decemher 29, 1908. 

Dear Sir: I wish to add my protest to others which you are doubt- 
less receiving against the proposal to allow San Francisco to flood the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

The protection of so important a national interest is a matter of 
interest to all citizens. Surely a thorough investigation should pre- 
cede the granting of a right to despoil the valley. This, I am sure, is 
the feeling of a vast number of people. 

Respectfully, yours, Harrison F. Smallet. 



Peoria, III., Decemher 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C: 

As a citizen I wish to protest against the proposed use to be made 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows as a reservoir. 
I sincerely hope it will be preserved to the nation in its present beauty 
and service. 

Very sincerely, yours, Ruyal Clxjxters. 



Kansas City, Mo., Decemher 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mt Dear Sir : I write urging that you do all that you can to pre- 
vent the city of San Francisco from constructing a reservoir in the 
Yosemite National Park. 



SAN FEANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETGHY RESERVOIR. 175 

I do not believe that a great national property preserved for the 
enjoyment of the people of the entire nation should be thus unneces- 
sarily sacrificed and diverted from its dedicated purposes for the mere 
pecuniary benefit of a local interest. 

I remain, yours, very truly, W. H. Barber. 



South Pasadena, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sm : This is my very earnest protest against the measure for 
danuning the Hetch Hetchy, and I beg you to use such means as you 
can to defeat it, since it is quite unnecessary for the prosperity of oan 
Francisco and shamefully regardless of the pubUc desire. 
Yours, truly, 

Homer P. Earle, 
Of the Los An^eUs High Schools. 



Orange, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I write you concerning the proposed dam in the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley, in the Yosemite National Park, for the benefit of 
San Francisco. And I ask you in the name of the people of Cali- 
fornia and of the nation to vote against any measure tending to the 
destruction of this, one of the few greatest scenic wonders of the 
nation, and to use your best endeavor to defeat any such measure. 

By doing so you will conserve the interests of the many and help 
preserve this beautiful spot for countless thousands who will visit 
it in time to come. 

Very sincerely, yours, Chas. E. Taylor. 



Napa, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, M. C, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wired you a few days ago protesting against the pro- 
posed desecration of Hetch Hetchy Valley for power and water pur- 
poses of San Francisco. I have no financial interests that would be 
affected, favorably or unfavorably, by this proposition, but consider- 
ing the fact that eminent hydraulic engineers have reported that San 
Francisco has no less than 14 sources of water supply available for 
its use. and that there is no city of its size in the world that is more 
favoraoly situated, as far as the number of available water supplies 
is concerned, it seems to me a question that every good citizen of 
California should protest against. Camping on the floor of Hetch 
Hetchy would be not onlv rendered impossible but its use for stor- 
ing the drinking water of a great city, with danger of typhoid con- 
tamination, would lead to an attempt on the part of the city to ex- 
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elude visitors and campers from not only the immediate valley but 
from the entire watershed, comprising over 500 square miles, or nearlv 
one-half of the area of the entire Yosemite National Park and includ- 
ing many of its grandest scenic features, among them being the 
wonderful Tuolumne Meadow region, situated on the main river 
a few miles above the Hetch Hetchy. 

The attempt to turn over power and water privileges in one of 
the most wonderful parts of our national park domain, not only clos- 
ing the wonderful Hetch Hetchy Valley to our people who visit us, 
and transforming it into a great reservoir, but probably affecting a 
still larger portion of the country, to say nothing of the possible con- 
flict with present legitimate irrigation interests, is the most gratuitous 
piece of grab on the part of a city that this State has ever seen. 

We are glad, therefore, to note your present stand in this matter^ 
and hope you will use all efforts in your power to forever preserve 
this valley within the domain of the national park for the use and 
enjoyment of the people of this State and nation. 
Very truly, yours, 

E. L. BiCKFORD, 

Vice-President Napa Savings Bank. 



Sebastopol, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Enolebrioht, M. C. 

Dear Sir: The Hetch Hetchy and all the rest of the Yosemite 
National Park belongs to the people of the State, nation, and of the 
world. 

The grafters and desecrators are scheming against the rights of the- 
people. 

Thepe are other sources of water supply that San Francisco can 
utilize. 

The Yellowstone National Park should be held sacred. 
Very truly, yours, 

ThOS. J. PiLKINQTON. 



San Francisco, December 29 ^ 1908. 

Hon. S. C. Smith, Washiuffton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In re the Hetch Hetchy water- right proposition, now 
before the Committee on Public Lands, I beg to enter a protest against 
same, on the grounds, first and foremost, that it is absolutely unnec- 
essary, there being many other available sources of water supply for 
San Francisco, and under those circumstances why needlessly sacri- 
fice our beautiful and wonderful Hetch Hetchy? 
Very truly, yours, 

Nelle L. Taogard. 
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Los Anseubs, Cax.., December 29, 1908, 
H«m. 8. C. SmttH; 

House of RepreserUoHves, Washington, D. (7. 

Dbab Sm: Please allow me to add my protest to that of other? 
against the usmg of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reseryoir site by- 
San Francisco or any other city. I spend all my summers in camp- 
ingy and I know that the Sierra regions are of untold yalue as ideal 

{>laces for rest and enjoyment of afi that is most beautiful in water- 
alls, lakes, and hyers. The meadows in themselyes are great bow- 
ers of beauty. I think that for our whole nation these great parks 
and canyon floors are our greatest asset for our claim to a Switzerland 
in our own country. 

Do not let us sacrifice the greatest and loyehest of our canyon floors 
to a use that is not at all necessary. If we can not saye our best for 
the whole nation to enjoy, we are doing a great wrong. Very soon 
our eastern people will use our great western mountains in summer, 
instead of flockmg to Canada and to Switzerland, when they come 
to know the wonders of these high Sierra hillsides, with their gardens 
of beautiful flowers and great trees. 

It would be a glittering example of our "commercial" spirit were 
we to lose the Hetch Hetehy to our people's fullest possession. 
Yours, sincerely. 

Miss A. Mabtha Walker. 



jANEsyiLLE, Wis., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I wish to offer a most yigorous protest against the 
granting of the Yosemite Valley water rights to the city of San* 
Francisco. 

Other ayailable water supply is fully as good and less destructiye. 
Yours, yery truly, 

P. L. Hunger. 



Upland, Cai.., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mt Dear Sir: I have liyed here in California for twenty years and 
know a little of conditions here, and I wish to sav that it is well 
known that San Francisco does not need to destroy the beauty of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley in order to increase her water supply. Engi- 
neers haye reported on 14 distinct sources of water supply. 
I beg of you not to allow this beautiful yalley to be mjured. 
Sincerely, yours, 

AuREUA S. Harwood. 



Parm, Ky., December 29, 1908. 

H<m. S. C. ^iTH, Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: As I expect to return to California and ma^ke it my 
home I am interested m its welfare. 
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I wish to protest against the destroying the natural beauty and 
camping ground of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows, 
an approach to the Yosemite Valley, if danuned by the city of San 
Francisco. 

Yours, truly, E. P. Gamble, 

A lover of nature and scenery. 



Stanfobd Univebsity, Calipobnia, 

December g9, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, WasJvmgton, D. C, 

Deab Sib: Permit me, as a citizen of California, to express my 
deep resentment for the yielding on the part of persons in authority 
to the pressure that a San Francisco newspaper and a group of 
impatient and not very large-minded men are exerting for the pur- 
pose of getting possession of Hetch Hetchy at the expense of the 
whole nation and the world. 

Truly, yours, H. W. Rolfe. 



Kansas City, Mo., December 29 y 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. (7. 

My Deab Sib: I write urging that you do all that you can to pre- 
vent the city of San Francisco from constructing a reservoir in the 
Yosemite National Park. 

I do not believe that a great national property preserved for the 
enjoyment of the people of the entire nation should be thus unneces- 
sarily sacrificed and diverted from its dedicated purposes for the mere 
pecuniary benefit of a local interest. 

I remain yours, very truly, W. H. Babbbb. 



1822 NoBTH Fifteenth Stbeet, 

Philadelphia, Pa,, December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washin^gton, D. C. 

Deab Sm: Addressing you as one of the gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on PubUc Lands, I herewith respectfully beg to register my 
protest against the granting of the proposed water right in the Hetch 
Hetchjr Valley to the city of San Francisco. Writer protests as a 
patriotic American citizen who sees no justice in sacrificing this 
splendid national property for the pecuniary benefit of any one com- 
munity, especially wnen such a grant is in no way necessary, as I 
beUeve could be easily proved by a committee of noninterested and 
impartial citizens. Wnter has traveled extensively over the coun- 
tries of the world, and has viewed at times, I must confess, with some 
envy the wonders of nature which foreign countries offer to American 
tourists. We, too, have our own natural scenery to offer to the gaze 
of the world, among which is the Hetch Hetchy, which mi^ht well 
make any true and loyal American's blood tingle with pride. Sir, 
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may we develop these things; not destroy them. May we live down 
our national reputation of commercialism. Gk>d has granted us these 
masterpieces or His handiwork. May we and our posterity enjoy 
them. Writer feels that when this matter is carefully considered by 
you. you will be guided by those loftier motives which I am proud 
to thmk most of our national Representatives are always guided by. 
I have the honor to be, 

Yours, respectfully, Wm. H. Jarden, Jr. 



Orange, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Wdshington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I write you concerning the proposed dam in the Hetch 
Hetchj Valley in the Yosemite National rark for the benefit of San 
Francisco, and I ask you in the name of the people of Califorina to 
vote against any measure tending to the destruction of this, one of 
the few greatest scenic wonders of the nation, and to use your best 
endeavor to defeat any such measure. By doing so you will conserve 
the interests of the many and help to preserve tms beautiful spot 
for countless thousands wno will visit it m time to come. 
Sincerely, yours, 

Chas. E. Taylor. 



Napa, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, M. C, 

WasMngUm, D. C. 

Dear Sm: I have no financial interests that would be affected, 
favorably or unfavorably, by the proposition now pending of turning 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley over to the city of San Francisco for water 
supply. Considering the fact, however, that eminent hydcaulic engi- 
neers have reported that San Francisco has no less than fourteen 
sources of water supply available for its use, and that there is no 
city of its size in the world that is more favorably situated, as far as 
the number of available water supphes is concerned, it seems to me a 

guestion that every good citizen of CaUf omia should protest against, 
amping on the floor of Hetch Hetchy would be not only rendered 
impossible, but its use for storing the drinking water of a great city, 
with danger of typhoid contamination, would lead to an attempt on 
the part of the city to exclude visitors and campers from not only the 
immediate valley, but from the entire watersned, comprising over 
500 square miles, or nearly one-half of the area of the entire Yosemite 
National Park, and including many of its grandest scenic features, 
among them being the wonderful Tuolumne meadow region, situated 
on the main river, a few miles above the Hetch Hetchy. 

The attempt to turn over power and water privileges in one of the 
most wonderful parts of our national park domain, not only dosing 
the wonderful Hetch Hetchy Valley to our people who visit us, and 
transforming it into a great reservoir, but probably affecting a still 
larieer portion of the country, to say nothing of the possible conflict 
wim present legitimate irrigation interests, is the most gratuitous 
piece of grab on the part of a city that this State has ever seen. 
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We hope you will use all efforts in your power to forever preserve 
this valley within the domain of the national park, for the use and 
enjoyment of the people of this State and nation. 

Very truly, yours, E. L. Bigkfobd. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. SMrrH^ 

Washington, D. C, 

My Dear Sir: I have camped for two summers in and about 
Hetch Hetchy and made a knapsack trip through the wonderful 
Tuolumne Canyon, so that I have personal knowledge of what it will 
mean to dam up Hetch Hetchy. It makes my blood boil to think 
that such a valley should be needlessly and gratuitously given away. 
Especially do I wish to protest against the exchange or lands con- 
templatea in the bill introduced oy Congressman Kahn. An acre 
of land at Hog Ranch is not worth a square foot of Hetch Hetchy. 
Hog Ranch, devoid of scenic interest, now is only a stopping place on 
the way to Hetch Hetchy and is absolutely worthless when the valley 
is turned into a reservoir. As well might one propose an exchange 
of Niagara for an equal area of Salt Lake. In the next place, no 
provision has been made in the grant to require the city to build a 
road at the water line aroimd Hetch Hetchy so as to keep access to 
the Tuolumne Canyon open. This would seem to be the least that 
the city should be required to do, for the Tuolumne Canyon is second 
only to that of the Colorado in this country. Furthermore, abso- 
lutely no provision has been made for the payment of royalty from 
power generated to be used in taking care of tne park. 

So many momentous issues are mvolved in tnis matter that no 
action of Congress ought to be taken until the project has been more 
fully investigated by a specially appointed conmiittee. There is 
absolutely no urgency. Why do the promotors of the scheme wish 
to rush it through Congress oefore the significance of the action can 
be seen? If Mr. Garfield or Mr. Pinchot had personally seen the 
valley, the former could not have written about the valley as he did 
in the text of the grant, and certainly would have hesitated long 
before granting the city's appUcation. It surely is too late in the 
day to give away the nation's resources and playgrounds in this 
inexcusable manner. Pardon nie for writing with some feeling, for 
I am worked up over the case. I am sure you will not allow hasty 
action to be taKen. 

Respectfully, yours, Wm. Frederic Bade, 

P. S. — I am writing an article for a New York magazine, giving in 
detail the objections to the city's scheme. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 29, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith: 

I join in protest against Hetch Hetchy water proposition for 
reasons given by John Muir and others. 

Respectfully, F. C. Maurer. 
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RiVEBSiDE, Cal., December fo, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C, 

Deab Sib: I wish to ask you as our Representative to use your 
influence to prevent the conversion of the Hetch Hetchy Yalley into 
a reservoir. It is too great a sacrifice of a beautiful park that belongs 
to us all as a people. 

Yours, very sincerely, J. Adams. 



Sebastopol, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. . 

Deab Sib: As a lover of the Sierras and of justice I protest against 
the commercial spoKation of the Hetch Hetchy or of any other por- 
tion of the Yosemite National Park. 

There are so many other schemes whereby San Francisco can get 
their water supply that the design upon the Hetch Hetchy partakes of 
the nature of ^aft and of desecration. 

I am, sincerely, yours, Thos. J. Pilkington. 



Peobia, III., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of RepresentaHves, Washington, D. C: 

As a citizen I wish to protest against the proposed use to be made 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows as a reservoir. 
I sincerely hope it will be preserved to the nation in its present beauty 
and service. 

Very sincerely, yours. Royal Clinton. 



Eldbidge, Cal., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D. C. 

Gentlemen: These lines are to protest, as a lover of nature, 
against granting the city of San Francisco any water rights in the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. They would not be wntten if San Francisco 
were dependent upon this sole source of supplv; but, as a matter of 
fact, that metropolis has at least twelve otner sources of supply 
available. For tnis reason the rights and privileges of the citizens 
of the whole country should rise superior to the convenience of even 
two cities when the inevitable effect of granting the supply will be 
to destro}^ the floor of this remarkable and beautiful scenic park. 
Yosemite is now visited by so many thousand tourists every summer 
that it becomes crowded. As years pass and the crowds increase, 
the overflow will naturally go to Hetch Hetchy as the nearest valley 
of like scenery. The proposal is, moreover, in effect to convert a 
most healthful region into one of decaying vegetation and pollution 
of the very water supply intended to be secured as pure. 

On the score of healthfulness, of the rights of tne great body of 
eitizeiis of our nation, and the preservation of a marvelous scene of 
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• 

nature alike, let not Hetch Hetchy Valley be invaded by water com- 

Sany, power company, or lumberman. There are other streams for 
an Francisco to nave not entailing a loss to the whole nation. 
Yours, truly, 

. Edward Gray, M. D. 

Boston, Mass., December SO, 1908. 

House Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Wdshington, D. C. 

Dear Sirs: I wish to protest against the passage of House joint 
resolution 184, or anything similar to it. I hope that your committee 
will take action looking toward the revocation of any rights or claims 
that the city of San Francisco or any private persons may have in 
the Yosemite or any other national parks. 
Yours, very truly, 

Walter E. Kruesi. 



Newark, N. J., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, . 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I learn that the city of San Francisco has made a move 
to secure the right to dam up the water supply of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley with a view of turning a great part or the valley into a reservoir 
to supply the Water reouirements of the city. 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley, like the Yosemite Valley, is considered 
by the people of the United States as national territory, and as the 
population of this country increases from year to year, and sections 
Decome more and more settled, more difficulty would be found in 
reserving sections of the country for national-park purposes. 

Thererore, any proposals received by the national authorities from 
corporations and individuals for a monopoly of sections of the country 
that are natural parks should be acted upon with the utmost care. 

Without a douDt flooding a part of the Hetch Hetchy Valley will 
not only curtail the territory that can be secured as a national park, , 
but on account of the fluctuating water levels that can not be pre- 
vented under conditions such as the city of San Francisco desires to 
bring about will cause depreciation in the park value of the entire 
valley. 

Inasmuch as it has been demonstrated that the city of San Fran- 
cisco can get an excellent water supply from numerous sources where 
general interests of the country would not be injuriously affected, I 
respectfully suggest that your committee shall investigate the matter 
very fully oef ore making to the city of San Francisco the concession 
that has been requested. 

Respectfully, yours, A. E. Kydd. 

Upland, Cal., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washirigton, D. C. 

My Dear Sir : I have lived here in California for twenty years, and 
love the State and its true welfare. I beg of you not to allow the 
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beautiful Hetch Hetchy Valley to be ruined in order to increase San 
Francisco's water supply. It is not in the least necessary to San 
Francisco, for competent engineers have reported 14 different sources 
of available water supply for San Francisco. 
Sincerely, yours, 

AUBELIA S. HaBWOOD. 



San FranciscO; Cal., December SO, 1908, 
Hon. Fbank Mondell, 

Ohairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

Washingtonj D. C. 

Sm: As a citizen, first of our common country and then of Cali- 
fornia, may I respectfully make my personal protest against the 
granting or Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco for a 
source of water supply. 

My reasons are: 

Fu^t. The grant seems not necessary in that there are a number of 
other sources of water supply of eauaf quality and abundant volume 
available. If this be so, then Hetcn Hetchy should be let alone in all 
its unique grandeur for the pleasure of all our people for all time to 
come as a part of Yosemite National Park. 

Second. The complications surrounding this project in conflicting 
claims and restrictions are so many and so serious tnat it seems to me 
unwise to proceed with it. 

Third. 1 believe that the recent election support of bonds would 
have been the same for any similar project and aoes not mean that the 
citizens of San Francisco would not as largely support any similar 
project of merit. 

In no way am I interested in the present water company, but write 
as a citizen of this community for a great many years, and for which 
my affection is deep and abiding. 

Yours, very respectfully, F. M. French. 



Philadelphia, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondeu.. 

Dear Sir: I understand that San Francisco is trying to get pos- 
session of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site for its city 
water supply. As engineers say there are several other available 
sources, I see no need of destroying one of our fine national recrea- 
tion grounds, which are already becoming too few, merely for the 
sake of convenience or a small economy. Once gone they can 
never be restored and they are a national asset of which we have 
no right to deprive future generations — not to mention ourselves. 
I sincerely hope you will do your best to prevent the destruction 
of the valley. 

Yours, truly, Florence Keen. 



Tacoma, Wash., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washin^gton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: It has been called to my attention that the Interior 
Department is about to grant to the city of San Francisco rights 
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in the Hetch Hetchy Valley for water storage purposes. This to, 
my mind, should never be allowed, and I wish herewith to enter 
my protest against any such contemplated action. 
Yours, respectfully, 

B. A. Cabdeb. 



Chicago, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondeix, 

Chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
House of RepreserUatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I have just learned that a bill has been presented to 
Congress to permit the city of San Francisco to take possession of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley and to create of said valley reservoir. 

This is, in my humble opinion, a desecration which should not be 
permitted. As a lover of the beautiful in nature I would appeal to 
you to use your eflForts to prevent such a bill being enacted into a law. 
Surely some other source may be found from which San Francisco 
may receive its water supply. If, however, the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
is the only source, that would be sufficient for me. However, I have 
reason to believe that nature has dealt generously with the California 
city with regard to water, and if such is the case, the people of this 
country should not be deprived of that exquisite beauty spot. 
Yours, very truly, 

V. H. Cameron. 



Stockton, Cal., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C 

Dear Sir: As past grand president of the Native Sons of Cali- 
fornia, and in the capacity of one who has labored for the past 
thirty years for the upbuilding of California, and especially the 
conservation of her waterways and the protection of her beautiful 
forests and valleys, I desire to protest against the granting by the 
National Government of any right to the city and county of San 
Francisco to procure or use that picturesque spot in losemite 
National Park Known as Hetch Hetchy Valley. This is a counterpart 
of one of the world's greatest wonders, Yosemite Valley, and is one 
of the natural wild-fiower gardens of our State. If a ridit is granted 
to the city and county of San Francisco to use tnis beautiful, 

Sicturesque spot as a reservoir site an incalculable injury will be 
one to the entire American people. The granting of this right, 
in view of the fact that there are more than a dozen other distmct 
sources from which an available water supply for San Francisco 
can be obtained, would be nothing less than a willful desecration 
of this national, earthly beauty spot. 

Trusting that you will do all in your power to prevent the transfer 
of any right to the city and county of San Fra,ncisco, or any other 
separate mdividual or municipality, to the injury of the State and 
nation, I am, sir, 

Very respectfully, yours, H. R. McNoble, 

Past Grand President of the 
Native Sons of the State of Caiifarnia. 
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St. Louis, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. Fbank Mondell, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

DsAit.Sm: I, for one, wish to respectfully enter a protest against 
ike proposed grant of water right in the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the 
«ity -of Son Francisco. 

The proposed reservoir would result in an incalculable loss to the 
entire nation, as everyone must appreciate who is at all familiar with 
its magnificent grandeur. It is one of the choicest garden spots of 
ibis whole -country, and within a few years will be visited bv tourists 
And others as is tne Yosemite and other great national parxs of this 
great coxmtry to-day. 

To <dam and convert such a paradise as this into a reservoir would 
])e a positive crime against nature. If San Francisco were so situated 
that there was no alternative, it would then be a case of choosing the 
least of the two evils, but such is not the case, as is clearly proven by 
Colonel Mendell's report, in which he shows 14 possible sources of 
water supply for the city of San Francisco. 

The wnting of this letter is in no way prompted by any selfish 
motive^ for I am not interested, directly or indirectly, in any property 
in that region, and would not be benefited in any way should the 
valley not be destroyed, but I feel a keen interest in the preserving 
•of our great parks and national points of interest. 

T^natong you will oppose this proposed grant of water right, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 

T. F. Myers. 



Los Angeles, Cal., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smeth, 

Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D. C 

Deab Sm: To anyone who has spent a summer's vacation camp- 
iDg an Yosemite Valley, the Tuolumne Meadows, and the Hetch 
Hfitdiy Valley, as I have done, the idea of placing any of this region 
mthin the -control of a corporation, and excluding thereby the general 
puUic, for whom it was originally reserved, seems to me unpardon- 
dbile. If this were the only place San Francisco could get a ^ood, 
aatisfactory water supply there would be some excuse for such giving 
over of the pubUc's rights. I understand there are many places 
eqpially good for them which are not national parks. If they are to 
have the Hetch Hetchy Valley as an artificial lake or reservoir for 
city iwaier supply, aU campers will of necessity have to be excluded, 
not only from there, but also from the entire watershed tributary 
thereto, or else typhoid fever, etc., will be a constant menace to the 
users <xr die water. It is evident that some one's rights have got to be 
taken away from them — ^viz, the general public — in order to give this 
to the city of San Francisco. 

Siiuaerely, yours, William Brill, M. D. 
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Newark, N. J., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washiv^gton, D. C 

Dear Sir: I learn that the city of San Francisco has made a move 
to secure the right to dam up the water supply of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley with a view of turning a great part of the valley into a reservoir 
to supply the water requirements of the city. 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley, like the Yosemite Valley, is considered 
by the people of the United States as national territory, and as the 
population of this country increases from year to year, and sections 
become more and more settled, more dimculty would be foimd in 
reserving sections of the country for national-park purposes. 

Therefore, any proposals received by the national authorities from 
corporations and individuals for a.monopoly of sections of the country 
that are natural parks should be acted upon with the utmost care. 

Without a doubt, flooding a part of the Hetch Hetchy Valley will 
not only curtail the territory that can be secured as a national park, 
but on account of the fluctuating water levels that can not be pre- 
vented imder conditions such as the city of San Francisco desires to 
bring about, will cause depreciation in the park value of the entire 
valley. 

Inasmuch as it has been demonstrated that the city of San Francisco 
can get an excellent water supply from numerous sources where 
general interests of the country would not be injuriously affected, I 
respectfully suggest that your committee shall investigate the matter 
very fully before making to the city of San Francisco the concession 
that has been rea nested. 

Respectfully, yours, A. E. Kydd. 



Philadelphiay December SO, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir: I understand that San Francisco is trying to get posses- 
sion of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site for its water sup- 
ply. As engineers say there are several other available sources, I 
see no need of destroymg one of our fine national recreation grounds, 
which are already becoming too few, merely for the sake of conven- 
ience or a small economy. Once gone, they can never be restored, 
and they are a national asset we have no right to deprive future 

Senerations of. I sincerely hope you will do your best to prevent the 
estruction of the valley. 

Yours, truly, Florei^jce Keen. 

Tacoma, Wash., December SO, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washinffton, D. C 

Dear Sir: It has been called to my attention that the Interior 
Department is about to grant to the city of San Francisco rights 
in the Hetch Hetchy VaUey for water-storage purposes. This, to 
my mind, should never be allowed, and I wish herewith to enter my 
protest against such contemplated action. 

Yours, respectfully, R. A. Carder. 
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New York, December SO, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

My Dear Sir: For myself and for the interests I represent as an 
ardent member of the Appalachian Club and the American Alpine Club, 
I urge that vour Committee on PubUc Lands will prevent tne appro- 
priation of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir for San Francisco. 
We have but few public recreation grounds in this country, scarce 
any of the splendor of this valley. Let us not sacnfice them while it 
is still in our power to preserve them. 

Yours, very respectfully, H. P. Nichols, 

Rector of Holy Trinity Church. 



AuBANY, N. Y., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I am decidedly opposed to the project which the 
city of San Francisco has proposed, to augment its water supply by 
damming the Hetch Hetchy Valley, in the Sierra Nevadas of Caufomia. 
I am much in hopes the i osemite National Park, which we acquired 
after so much effort, will be allowed to remain unblemished, as all our 
nationalparks should. I am perfectly familiar with the beauty of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley, and may it remain for untold generations to 
enjoy. 

Very truly, yours, Stewart H. Barnham, 

Assistant. 



St. Louis, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washiv^gton, D. C 

Dear Sir: I for one wish to respectfully enter a protest against the 
proposed grant of water right in tne Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city 
of San Francisco. 

The proposed reservoir would result in an incalculable loss to the 
entire nation, as evervone must appreciate who is at all familiar with 
its magnificent grandeur. It is one of the choicest garden spots of 
this whole country, and within a few vears will be visited by tourists 
and others as is the Yosemite and otner great national parks of this 
great country to-day. 

To dam and convert such a paradise as this into a reservoir would 
be a positive crime against nature. If San Francisco were so situated 
that there was no alternative, it would then be a case of choosing the 
least of the two evils, but such is not the case, as is clearly proven by 
Colonel Mendell's U. S. Army report, in which he shows fourteen 
possible sources of water supply for the city of San Francisco. 

The writing of this letter is in no way prompted by any selfish 
motive, for I am not interested directly or indirectly in any property 
in that region and would not be benefited in anyway should the 
valley not be destroyed, but I feel a keen interest iu the preserving of 
our great parks and national points of interest. 

Trusting you will oppose this proposed grant of water right, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 

F. F. Myers. 
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Chicago, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of BepreserdativeSf Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am informed that legislative action is imminent 
which will give to the city of San Francisco permission to convert 
into a reservoir the park which is known as the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
and Tuolumne Meadows. 

As a lover of natural scenery, I wish to appeal to you in order that 
you may use you efforts in opposition to any such action. Of course, 
if this were the only available source from which Sari Francisco could 
receive its water supply, then no sacrifice would be too great, but I 
am told that there are a number of sources available, and if that is 
true, I can not see how anyone can be justified in agreeing to dis- 
turb what nature has so generously supplied and which a growing 
number of persons are enjoying from year to year. 

I sincerely trust that you will use your best efforts in this behalf. 
Yours, very truly, 

J. H. CABiERON. 



San Francisco, Cal., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Wa^Mngton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The writer has traveled extensively through the high 
Sierra region of California, and has visited Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
which it IS now proposed to submerge in order to supply San Fran- 
cisco with water, and it is against this proposed action that the 
writer desires to enter an earnest protest. 

In the grandeur of its great cliffs, the beauty of its numerous 
waterfalls, the pleasantness of its floor as a place of abode for a 
summer's recreation, and in its accessibility to the traveling public, 
Hetch Hetchy is a close second to the great Yosemite Valley itself, 
and possesses features of its own not rivaled anjrwhere. As the 
people of the United States become more acquainted with this 
region, and as the Western population grows more dense, this valley 
will furnish needed recreation and pleasure of the finest sort to 
thousands of our citizens, who would stay at hotels and camps on the 
floor of the valley, just as they now do at the Yosemite. 

The submerging of Hetch Hetchy, as is now proposed, would 
absolutely destrojr it as a scenic asset. In answer to those who 
deny this, the writer will state that it is impossible to appreciate 
such a place except by remaining on its floor among the groves and 
meadows. Imagine i osemite a lake and then picture the thousands 
of tourists who now visit there, being only able to see it by looking 
in from the edge. This idea wUl be understood to be absurd by any 
who are acquamted with the Yosemite, yet it is the exact condition 
that would exist if Hetch Hetchy were made a lake. 

Not only would Hetch Hetchy, which has once been laid aside as 
the people s playground, be destroyed, but the greater part of the area 
of tne 1 osemite National Park would likewise be gradually withdrawn 
from the people's use. This is because this last-mentioned area is 
drained by the Tuolumne River, on the upper waters of which are 
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the famous Tuolumne Meadows, justly popular with travelers and 
destined because of their central location with regard to the sur- 
rounding high mountains/ their beauty, and their possession of aU 
the advantages which go to make up an ideal campingground, to be 
one of the greatest mountain resorts in the worla. Who shall say 
that such a gem as this green mountain meadow in its setting of pines 
and snow-capped peaks, extending for 15 miles along two branches of 
the Tuolumne ana even now only 36 miles from a railroad, will not 
in the near future be the location of a great summer hotel and the 
mecca each summer of increasing numbers of travelers from all parts 
of the world ? But if the water draining the IMolumne Meadows is 
to be taken up 20 miles beyond to supply a great city, would not 
this city have a right to object to the presence of so many people 
on its watershed, and therefore succeed m keeping them off? 

If San Francisco could not get any other water supply than from 
the Tuolumne, the writer would never object on any ground to 
using Hetch Hetchy, but reliable engineers have said, and it is 
known to be so, that many other sources are available, so why not 
use one of these rather tlhan needlessly violate the sanctity of a 
national park and rob the people of California of one of their finest 
heritages s 

Yours, sincerely, Robt. D. Pike. 



San Francisco, Cal., December SO^ 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir. As a citizen first of our common country and then of 
California, may I respectfully make mv personal protest against the 
granting of lietch Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco for a 
source of water supply. My reasons are: 

First. The grant seems not necessarv, in that there are a nimiber of 
other sources of water supply of equal quality and abimdant volume 
available. If this be so, then Hetch Hetchy should be let alone in its 
lyiique grandeur for the pleasure of all our people for all time to come 
as a part of Yosemite National Park. 

Second. The complications surrounding this project in conflicting 
claims and restrictions are so many that it seems to me unwise to pro- 
ceed with it. 

Third. I believe that the recent election support of bonds would 
have been the same for any similar project, and does not mean that 
the citizens of San Francisco would not as largely support any similar 
project of merit. 

In no way am I interested in the present water company, but write 
as a citizen of this community for a great many years, and for which 
my affection is deep and abiding. 

Yours, very respectfully, F. M. French. 



Oakland, Cal., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Committee on Public Lands, 

House of EepreseTdatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Permit me as a citizen of this State, as a nature lover, 
and as one interested in the preservation of the natural beauty of our 



190 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETOHY RESEBVOIB. 

high Sierras, to express to you my disapproval of the plan to use the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir for the city of San Francisco. 
I have camped in the valley twice and have tramped through all the 
country surrounding it. It is one of the grandest pieces of natural 
scenery that I have ever seen, which ought not to be desecrated by 
being made into a reservoir. Hetch Hetchy is a small Yosemite. 
Could any material gain however great compensate for the loss of 
Yosemite? Then how can any material advantage compensate for 
the loss of Hetch Hetchy? 

Yours, very truly, Walter J. Burpee. 



Princeton, N. J., December SO, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of RepreserUativea, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I presume that your attention has already been 
called to the protest against the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and 
Tuolumne Meadows as a reservoirfor the water supply of tne city of San 
Francisco. I should like to add my view to this protest as one who 
has visited the region and would regret to have it removed from the 
list of the pleasure grounds of the nation. If it were the only solution 
of the proolem the case might be different, but I do not see the neces- 
sity or the reason for making this great national sacrifice, and hope 
that you will use all your influence on the Committee of Public Lands 
to prevent the destruction of this beautiful vallev which will rob 
hundreds at the present time and thousands later or making this spot 
a camping ground. 

I am, yours, very truly, William Libbet, 

Professor of Physical Geography. 



San Francisco, Cal., December SO, 1908. 

Hon. W. F. Enolebrioht, • 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: The writer has traveled extensively through the high 
Sierra region of California and has visited Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
which it IS now proposed to submerge in order to supply San Fran- 
cisco with water, and it is against this proposed action that the 
writer desires to enter an earnest protest. 

In the grandeur of its great cliffs, the beauty of its numerous 
waterfalls, the pleasantness of its floor as a place of abode for a sum- 
mer's recreation, and in its accessibility to the traveling public, 
Hetch Hetchy is a close second to the great Yosemite Vafley itself 
and possesses features of its own not rivaled anywhere. As the 
people of the United States become more acquainted with this 
region, and as the western population grows more dense, this valley 
wul furnish needed recreation and pleasure of the finest sort to thou- 
sands of our citizens who would stav at hotels and camps on the 
floor of the valley, just as they now do at the Yosemite. 

The submerging of Hetch Hetchy, as is now proposed, would abso- 
lutely destroy it as a scenic asset. In answer to those who deny 
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this, the writer will state that it is impossible to appreciate such a 
place except by remaining on its floor among the groves and mead- 
ows. Imagine Yosemite a lake, and then picture the thousands of 
tourists who now visit there being only able to see it by looking in 
from the edge. This idea will be understood to be absurd by any 
who are acquainted with the Yosemite, yet it is the exact condition 
that would exist if Hetch Hetchy were made a lake. 
. Not only would Hetch Hetchy, which has once been laid aside as 
the people's playground, be destroyed, but the greater part of the 
area of the V osemite National Park would likewise be gradually 
withdrawn from the people's use. This is because this last-men- 
tioned area is drained by the Tuolumne River, on the upper waters 
of which are the famous Tuolumne Meadows, justly popular with 
travelers, and destined, because of their central location with regard 
to the surrounding high mountains, their beauty, and their posses- 
sion of all the advantages which go to make up an ideal camping 
ground, to be one of the greatest mountain resorts in the worlo. 
Who shall say that such a gem as this green mountain meadow iu 
its setting of pines and snow-capped peaks, extending for 16 
miles along two branches of the Tuolumne, and even now only 36 
miles from a railroad, will not in the near future be the location 
of a great summer hotel and the mecca each summer of increasing 
numbers of travelers from all parts of the world? But if the water 
draining the Tuolumne Meadows is to be taken up 20 miles 
beyond to supply a great city, would not this city have a right to 
object to the pi'esence of so manv people on its watershed, and there- 
fore succeed in keeping them oflf? 

If San Francisco could not get any other water supply than from 
the Tuolumne, the writer would never object on any ground to using 
Hetch Hetchy, but reliable engineers have said, and it is known to 
be so, that many other sources are available; so why not use one of 
these rather than needlessly violate the sanctity of a national park 
and rob the people of California of one of their finest heritages^ 
Yours, sincerely, 

RoBT. D. Pike. 



St. Louis, December SO, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, WdsJiington, D. C, 

Deab Sm: I for one wish to respectfully enter a protest against 
the propc^d grant of water right in the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the 
city of San Francisco. 

The proposed reservoir would result in an incalculable loss to the 
entire nation, as everyone must appreciate who is at all familiar 
with its magnificent grandeur. It is one of the choicest garden spots 
of this whole country, and within a ieW years will be visited by tour- 
ists and others as is the Yosemite and other great national parks of 
this great country to-day. 

To dam and convert such a paradise as this into a reservoir would 
be a positive crime against nature. If San Francisco were so situ- 
ated mat there was no alternative, it would then be a case of choos- 
ing the least of two evils, but such is not the case, as is clearly proven 
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by Colonel Mendell's (U. S. A.) report in which he shows 
possible sources of water supply for the city of San Francisco. 

The writer of this letter is in no way prompted by any sel&sb 
motive, for I am not interested directly or indirectly in any propertjp 
in that region, and would not be benefited in any way shouloi the 
valley not be destroyed, but I feel a keen interest in the pres^ving 
of our great parks and national points of interest. 

Trusting you will oppose this proposed grant of water right, i am. 
Yours, respectnilly, 

F. F. Myeba; 



Newark, N. J., December SO, f90S. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Cliairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I learn that the city of San Francisco has made a move 
to secure the right to dam up the water supply of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, with a view of turning a great part of the valley into a reser- 
voir to supply the water requirements of the city. 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley, like the Yosemite Valley, is considered 
by the people of the United States as national territory, and as the 
population of this country increases from year to year and sections 
Decome more and more settled more difficulty would be found in 
reserving sections of the country for national park purposes. 

Thererore any proposals received by the national authorities from 
corporations and mdividuals for a monopoly of sections of the country 
that are natural parks should be acted upon with the utmost care. 

Without a doubt flooding a part of the Hetch Hetchy Valley will 
not only curtail the territory that can be secured as a national park, 
but on account of the fluctuating water levels that can not be pre- 
vented under conditions such as the city of San Francisco desire to 
bring about, will cause depreciation in the park value of the entire 
valley. 

Inasmuch as it has been demonstrated that the city of San Fran- 
cisco can get an excellent water supply from numerous sources where 
general interests of the country would not be injuriously afl'ected, I 
respectfully suggest that your committee shall investigate the matte? 
very fully oef ore making to the city of San Francisco the concession 
that has been requested. 

Respectfully, yours, A. E. Ktdd. 



San Franoisoo, Cal., December Xk, 1909. 

Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Worshington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a citizen, first of our common country aiid flKen* ef 
California, may I respectfully make my personal protest against flke 
granting of Hetch Hetchy VaDey to tne city of San Franciseo fenr a 
source of water supply. 

My reasons are: 

First. The grant seems not necessary in that there are n fittrnftefef 
other sources of water supply of equal quality and abimdant volume 
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av&ilable. If this be so, the Hetch-Hetchy should be let alone in all 
its unique grandeur for the pleasure of all our people for all time to 
come as a part of Yosemite National Park. 

Second. The complications surrounding this project in conflicting 
claims and restrictions are so many and so serious that it seems to me 
unwise to proceed with it. 

Third. I believe that the recent election support of bonds would 
have been the same for any similar project and aoes not mean that the 
citizens of San Francisco would not as largely support any similar 
project of merit. 

In no way am I interested in the present water company, but write 
as a citizen of this community for a great many years, and for which 
my affection is deep and abiding. 

Yours, very respectfully, F. M. French. 



Tacoma, Wash., December 30, 1908, 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

WdshinfftoUj D. C. 

Dear Sir: It Las been called to my attention that the Interior 
Department is about to grant to ti.e city of San Francisco rig. its in the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley for water-storage purposes. Tiiis, to my mind, 
should never be allowed, and I wisa herewith to enter my protest 
against any such contemplated action. 

Yours, re^pectf ull}^ R. A, Carder. 

Stockton, Cal., December 30, 1908. 

Hon. W. F. Englebright, M. C, • 

Washington, D. C, 

Dear Shi: As past grand president of the Native Sons of California, 
and in the capac ity of one who has labored for the past thirty years 
for the upbuilding of California, and especiallv the conservation of 
her waterways and the protection of her oeautirul forests and valleys, 
I desire to protest against the granting by the National Government 
of anv right to the city and county of San Francisco to procure or 
use tliat picturesque spot in Yosemite National Park known as 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. This is a counterpart of one of the world's 
greatest bonders, Yosemite Valley, and is one of the natural wild 
flower gardens of our State. If a right is granted to the city and 
county of San Francisco to use this beautiful, picturesque spot as a 
reservoir site, an incalculable injury \^ ill be done to the entire Ameri- 
can people. The granting of this right, in view of the fact that there 
are more than a dozen other distinct sources from which an avail- 
able water supply for San Francisco can be obtained, would be 
nothing less than a willful desecration of this national, earthly 
beauty spot. 

Trusting that you v iU do all in your power to prevent the transfer 
of any right to the city and county of San Francisco, or any other 
separate individual or municipality, to the injury of the State and 
nation, I am, sir. 

Very respectfully, yours, 

H. JJ.MCNOBLE, 

Past Grand President of the Active 

Sons of the State of California, 

68714 — 9 F A H H BES— ^9 13 
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Upland, Cal., December 30, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

^^■asllington, D. C\ 

My Dear Sir: I have lived in California for about twentv years, 
and I dearly love her mountains, with their canyons and valleys. I 
beg of you not to allow the Hetch Hetchy Valley to be dammed. San 
Francisco does not need that water. Engineers have reported on 
fourteen distinct and available sources of water supply for San 
Francisco. To dam the Hetch Hetchy Valley would be to ruin it, 
and it is needed for the people, and has so far been preserved for the 
people. 

Sincerely, yours, Aurelia S. Harwood. 



Chicago, December 30, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows, in 
my opinion, form as beautiful a camping ground as exists in the United 
States to-day. It is from year to year visited by a large number of 
persons and is a source of joy to those lovers of nature who have been 
privileged to visit it. Such spots are all too rare, and as this country- 
grows in age they will be in great demand. 

To disturb such a spot seems almost criminal; to permit this 
desecration, an unpardonable sin. A bill is pending, I am informed, 
to bring about this disaster, for such I would call it. San Francisco 
desires the valley for a reservoir. Is there no other place from which 
thit city can ofitain its water supply? If there is another, then no 
excuse or recompense can be offered for the destruction of that 
beautiful spot. 

I beg that you will use your efforts in opposition to the bill referred 
to if it shoulci be presented to the House. 

With much respect, I am, yours, very truly, 

J. H. Cameron. 



Cleveland, December 31, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have been much interested in learning something of 
the matter of the Hetch Hetchy privilege proposed to be granted to 
the city of San Francisco. From what I have been able to learn of 
this matter, I wish to express the hope that either this grant may not 
be made or that it be not made without such limiting restrictions as 
shall secure the privileges of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the people 
of the country. 

Believe me, very truly, yours, 

Dean C. Mathews. 



Cleveland, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have been unable to study into the details of the pro- 
posed plan whereby the city of San Francisco would be granted the 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BESERVOIB. 195 

privilege of so (lamming up the Hetch Hetchy as to probably make 
unavailable to the people of the country the Hetch iletchy Valley, 
and to make unsightly that valley. Assuming that the city of San 
Francisco can secure the adequate water supply by other means, 
am I not right in inferring that the privileges m the Hetch Hetchy 
should not be given to the city of San Francisco alone, but should 
be reserved for the people of the country, much as the Yosemite 
Valley has been reserved for the benefit of the people of the country? 
Believe me, very truly, yours, 

Charles F. Thwing. 



Brunswick, Me., December SI, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Wdshingion, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As one much interested in the preservation of the 
natural scenery of our country, I venture to protest against the move- 
ment now imder way to use the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a resevoir 
for the city of San Francisco; From experience in a very small mat- 
ter here in Maine I have learned how impossible it is to maintain 
for park or public purposes land that is employed by municipalities 
in this way, and I do most respectfully urge you to oppose this move- 
ment, unless it is absolutely clear that the city can not obtain proper 
water supply in any other district. 

With great respect, I am, yours, very truly, 

Geo. T. LmLE. 



Connersvblle, Ind., December 31, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Chairman Committee oil Public Lands, Washinffton, D, C 

Dear Sir : Desire to add my protest to the city of San Francisco, 
Cal., damming up the Yosemite National Park for a water supply, as 
this would destroy a great natural sight-seeing place and the city can 
easily procure water elsewhere. 

Hopmg you will carefully inquire into this, I am. 
Yours, respectfully, 

S. H. Robinson. 



New York, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smfth, 

Wa^Jiington, D, C 

Dear Sir: I understand that a proposal has been made to use a 
portion of the reservation now inclucled in t^ e Yosemite National 
jPark for a reservoir for the city of San Francisco. Such action, it 
seems to me, would be a distinct step backward, sacrificing t}:e rignts 
of all the people and of future generations to an immediate and local 
need, which I understand can equally be met in other ways. I sin- 
cerely trust that you will use your influence to defeat this action. 
Yours, very truly, 

Wm. Adams Burn, 
Prof essor of Systematic Theology, Union Theological 

Seminary, New York, 
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Concord, Mass., December 31, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: As a member of the Sierra Club, I wish to ppotest 
against the proposed plan to make a reservoir of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. 

Yours, very truly, Alfred G. Rolpe. 



Seattle, Wash., December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washin0on, D, C. 

Dear Sir: The proposed grant of water right in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley to the city of oan Francisco has been called to my attention, 
and I wish to state that I am opposed to same for the following reasons: 

I think that it is absolutely unnecessary to use the above location as 
a source of water for the city of San Francisco, as there are many other 
sources which might be used. The proposed reservoir would destroy 
the beautiful scenery and parks of this location and make it unde- 
sirable for camping grounds. 

Yours, truly, J. B. Kitrts. 



Stockton, Cal., December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, M. C, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As past grand president of the Native Sons of Cali- 
fornia, and in the capacity of one who has labored for the past 
thirty years for the upbuilding of California, and especially the 
conservation of her waterways and the protection of her beautiful 
forests and valleys, I desire to protest against the granting by the 
National Government of any right to the city, and county or San 
Francisco to procure or use that picturesque spot in Yosemite National 
Park known as Hetch Hetchy Valley; this is a counterpart of one of 
the world's greatest wonders, Yosemite Valley, and is one of the 
natural wild-flower gardens of our State. If a right is granted to 
the city and county of San Francisco to use this beautiful, pictur- 
esque spot as a reservoir site, an incalculable injury will be (lone to 
the entire American people. The granting of this right, in view of 
the fact that there are more than a dozen other distinct sources from 
which an available water supply for San Francisco can be obtained, 
would be nothing less than a willful desecration of this national 
earthly beauty spot. 

Trusting that you will do all in your power to prevent the transfer 
of any right to the city and county of San Francisco, or any other 
separate individual or municipality, to the injury of the State and 
nation, I am, sir. 

Very respectfully, yours, 

H. R. McNoble, 
Past Grand President of the Native Sons of the State of California. 
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Mill Vallet (Marin County), Cal., 

December SI, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: It would seem that the fact that San Francisco is not 
dependent upon the watershed of the Hetch Hetchy for its water 
supply, but that other and numerous sources are available, and in 
view of this valley of the Hetch Hetchy being a national reservation, 
the application by the city of San Francisco to be allowed to convert 
said valley into a reservoir and thereby to supply the city of San 
Francisco with water should be refused. 

When the need of one section of the country is great, the country as 
a whole is ready to make, as it has shown, great sacrifices for that 
section, but where there is no need of sacrifice it should not be de- 
manded by a part from the whole. 

Yours, truly, Marqaret Munn Wade. 



Sacramento, Cal., December SI, 1908, 
Hon. S. E. Smith, 

WcksMngton, D. C. 

Deab Sir: From the new8])apera and other sources, I learn that 
Congress is contemplating setting aside Hetch Hetchy Valley for a 
reservoir site. I am familiar with the place, having traveled all over 
the region on foot, and I know from conversations with engineers 
familiar with the topography that it is wholly unnecessary to use the 
valley as a reservoir site. 

Lake Eleanor is higher and is a natural reservoir, and by the expend- 
iture of a comparatively small amount its capacity can be immensely 
improved, and at the outlet there is a natural site for a dam, considered 
perfect by engineers: Other lakes higher up and lower down can be 
utilized in the same way, and sufficient water stored for all the needs 
of San Francisco, without destroying the valley. 

I sincerely trust that this view of the matter will be carefully inves- 
tigated, as 1 am sure that an investigation will prove that it would be 
to the interest of San Francisco, as well as to the whole country, to 
leave the valley untouched and condemn Lake Eleanor, which would 
8i:^ce for many years to come, and with other lakes in the future 
would give all the reservoir sites that could possibly be needed for all 
time. 

Yours, trulv, E. G. Knapp. 



New York, December SI, 1908, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House cf Representatives, Washington, D, C, 

Dbar Sir: I beg to protest against the proposed measure permit- 
ting the city of San Francisco to use any part of the government 
reservation m the Yosemite Valley as a water reservoir for that city. 
The Hetch Hetchy is one of the remarkable natural beauties of Cali- 
fomia, and there seems no sufficient reason why it should be destroyed 
in this way, especially as there is ample opportunity for San Fran- 
cisco to secure a water supply elsewnere. Although a resident of 
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the city of New York, I am frequently in the mountains of California, 
and I think the preservation of the scenery of that State should bo 
a matter of pride to the citizens of the whole country. I beg to 
urge that this till be reported unfavorably by your committee. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Harrington Putnam. 



1810 South Riitenhouse Square, 

Philadelphia, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir : I beg to express my great interest in the preservation 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and luolumne Meadows for the use of 
the nation. No one familiar with that part of the country can view 
without strong reprobation the attempt which is being made to con- 
vert this beautiful region into a reservoir. Ihis would unquestion- 
ably ruin it, and would jeopardize the neighboring Yosemite, m many 
ways the most beautiful property now belonging to the nation. 

1 earnestly hope that you will stand as guardian of the national 
interests at this time and prevent this desecration. 
Yours, respectfully, 

J. William White, 
Professor of Surgery, University of Pennsylvania. 



Philadelphia, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Bepreseniatives, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I beg leave to join most heartily with so many other 
citizens in protesting against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley by using it for the construction of a lake to supply the city 
of San Francisco with water. If this were the only source of supply^ 
then I should say that scenic beauty and health uses by tourists, 
campers, and hunters must give way to the needs of a great city^ 
but as there are, as is stated by Messrs. Muir, Le Conte, Parsons, and 
Bad6, *^ fourteen distinct sources of water supply available for its 
use," it. would be a national misfortune if this valley should be 
destroyed. 

I beg you most sincerely to oppose any such national determination 
to use so large a part of a national park needlessly for this local pur- 
pose. The park, including this valley, belongs to the nation and is a 
source of national strength, healtli, and inspiration. 
Yours, very truly, 

W. W. Keen. 



Mill Valley, Marix County, Cal., 

December 31, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Exglebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: It would seem that the fact that San Francisco is not 
dependent upon the watershed of the Hetch Hetchy for its water 
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supply, but that other and numerous sources are available, and in 
view 01 this valley of the Iletch Hetchy being a national reservation 
the application by the city of San Francisco to be allowed to convert 
said valley into a reservoir, and thereby to supply the city of San 
Francisco with water, should be refused. 

Where the need of one section of the country is great, the country 
as a whole is ready to make, as it has shown, great sacrifices for that 
section, but where there is no need of sacrifice it should not be de- 
manded by a part from the whole. 
Yours, truly, 

Margaret Mitnn Wade. 



Philadelphia, December 31 j 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Enolebright, 

House of Representatives f Washingtoriy Z>. C. 

My Dear Sir: I beg leave to join most heartily with so many other 
citizens in protesting against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley by using it for the construction of a lake to supply the city of 
San Francisco with water. If this were the only source of supply, 
then I should say that scenic beauty and health uses by tounsts, 
campers, and hunters must give way to the needs of a great city; but 
as there are, as is stated by Messrs. Muir, Le Conte, Parsons, and Bad6, 
"fourteen distinct sources of water supplv available for its use," it 
would be a national misfortune if this valley should be destroyed. 

I beg you most sincerely to oppose any such national determmation 
to use so large a part of a national park needlessly for this local pur- 
pose. The park, including this valley, belongs to the nation and is a 
source of national strength, health, and inspiration. 
Yours, very truly, 

W. W. Keen. 



1810 South Rittenhouse Square, 

Philadelphia J Decemher 31, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright. 

Dear Sir: I beg to express my great interest in the preservation 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolunme Meadows for the use of 
the nation. No one familiar with that part of the country can view 
without strong reprobation the attempt which is being made to 
convert this beautiful region into a reservoir. This would unques- 
tionably ruin it, and would jeopardize the neighboring Yosemite, 
in many ways the most beautiful property now belonging to the 
nation. 

I earnestly hope that you will stand as guardian of the national 
interests at this time and prevent this desecration. 
Yours, respectfully, 

J. William White, 
Professor of Surgery ^ f'niversity of PennKylvama. 
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Cleveland, Decewher SI, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, WdsMngton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have been unable to study into the details of the 
proposed plan whereby the city of San Francisco would be granted 
the privilege of so damming up the Hetch Hetchy as to probably 
make unavailable to the people of the country the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, and to make unsigntly that valley. Assuming that the city 
of San Francisco can secure the adequate water supply by other 
means, am I not right in inferring that the privileges m the Hetch 
Hetchy should not oe given to the city of San Francisco alone, but 
should be reserved for the people of the country, much as the Yosem- 
ite Valley has been reserved for the benefit of the people of the 
country? 

Believe me, very truly, yours, 

Charles F. Thwing. 



Cleveland, Ohio, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I have been much interested in learning something of 
the matter of the Hetch Hetchy privilege proposed to be granted to 
the city of San Francisco. From what I have been able to learn of 
this matter, I wish to express the hope that either this grant may not 
be made or that it be not made without such limiting restrictions as 
shall secure the privileges of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the people 
of the country. 

Believe me, \^ry truly, yours, 

Dean C. Mathews. 



Jamaica Plain, Mass., December 31, 1908. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : Seeing by the papers that there is great danger to our 
national pari 8, and to the Hetch Hetchv Valley in particular, fi*om the 
action of your committee, I write to "beg you to use your influence 
against the surrender of any public land in any national park, and 
ateo to urge the need of extinguishing all private claims through 
purchase by the Government. 

Yours, truly, Hannah Mixot Weij>. 



Philadelphia, December 31, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

My Dear Sir: I beg leave to join most heartily with so many 
other citizens in protesting against the destruction of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley by using it for the construction of a lake to supply the 
city of San Francisco with water. If this were the only source of 
supply, then I should say that scenic beauty and health uses by tour- 
ists, campers, and hunters must give way to the needs of a great city, 
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but as there are, as is stated by Messrs. Muir, LeConte, Parsons, and 
Bade, *' fourteen distinct sources of water supply available for its use," 
it would be a national misfortune if this valley should be destroyed. 
I beg you most sincerely to oppose any such national determina- 
tion to use so large a part of a national park needlessly for this local 
piurpose. The park, including this valley, belongs to the nation and 
IS a source of* national strengtn, health, and inspiration. 
Yours, very truly, 

W. W. Keen. 



Boston, Mass., December 31, 1908. 

Mr. MONDELI.. 

Dear Sib: As one who visited California for the first time, last 
summer, and who believes emphatically in national parks ana the 
light of the people to have them safeguarded, I write to protest, not 
omy against the proposed legislation giving authority to flooa the 
HetchHetchy Valle^^, but against the surrender of any public land 
in any national park. All private claims should certamly be extin- 
guished through purchase bv the Government. I think you will find 
tnat this opinion is generally held by people in all sections of the 
country who have no private ax to grind, and who are at all public 
spirited. 

|||Hoping that you will consider what is for the good of the whole 
people, and so throw vour influence in the right direction, I am, 
Yours, respectnilly, 

Eva Channing. 



Cleveland, December 31, 1908, 
Hon. Frank Mondbll, 

House of Represefdatives, Washington, Z>. 0. 

Dear Sir: I have been much interested in learning something of 
the matter of the Hetch Hetchy privilege proposed to be granted to 
the city of San Francisco. From what I have been able to learn of 
this matter, I wish to express the hope that either this grant may not 
be made or that it be not made without such limiting restrictions as 
shall secure the privileges of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the people of 
the country. 

Beheve me, very truly, yours, 

Deax C. Mathews. 



Mill Valley, Marin County, Cal., 

December 31, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dbar Sir: It would seem that the fact that San Francisco is not 
dependent upon the watershed of the Hetch Hetchy for its water 
supply, but that other and numerous sources are available, and in 
view of this valley of the Hetch Hetchy being a national reservation, 
the application of the city of San Francisco to be allowed to convert 
said valley into a reservoir and thereby to supply the city of San 
Francisco with water should be refused. 
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Where the need of one section of the country is great, the country 
as a whole should be and is ready to make, as it has shown, great 
sacrifices for that section; but where there is no need of sacrifice, it 
should not be demanded by a part from the w^hole. 
Yours, truly, 

Margaret Munn Wabe. 



Cleveland, December SI, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Iiej)re8entatives, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I have been unable to study into the details of the pro- 
posed plan whereby the city of San Francisco would be granted the 
privilege of so damming up the Hetch Hetchy as to probably make 
unavauable to the people of the country the Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
and to make unsightly that valley. Assuming that the city of San 
Francisco can secure the adequate water supply by other means, am 
I not right in inferring that the privileges in the Hetch Hetchy should 
not be given to the citv of San Francisco alone, but should be re- 
served for the people of the country, much as the Yosemite Valley 
has been reserved for the benefit of the people of the country % 
Believe me, very truly, yours, 

C'harls F. Thwing. 



Philadelphia, December SI, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I beg to express my great interest in the preservation 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and 'Tuolumne Meadows for the use of the 
nation. No one fami'iar with that part of the country can view 
without strong reprobation the attempt which is being made to con- 
vert this beautiful region into a reservoir. This woiSd unquestion- 
ably ruin it, and would jeopardize the neighboring Yosemite in many 
ways — the most beautiful property now belonging to the nation. 

I earnestly hope that you will stand as guardian of the national 
interests at this time, and prevent this desecration. 
Yours, respectfully, 

J. Vv'^iLLiAM White, 
Professor of Surgery, University of Pennsylvania. 



Seattle, Wash., January 1, 1909. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman, Public Lands Committee, 

House of Representatives. Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Will you not do your best to preserve the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley in the Yosemite National Park, and not allow it to be flooded 
for a reservoir for San Francisco ? 
Yours, respectfully, 

Cora Smith Eaton, M. D. 
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San Leandbo, Cal., January 1, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: Just a word in protest against the proposed grant- 
ing to the city of San Francisco of the use of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley as a reservoir site. 

The Sierra Nevada Mountains' contain manv available sources of 
water supply, and to sacrifice one pi the grandest works of nature, 
and that in what is already a national park simply because of lower 
cost, seems to me to be absolutely unnecessary and an infringement 
on the rights of the citizens of our whole country. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

A. B. Gary. 



Providence, 11. I., January 1, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir: Please allow me to add my protest against the use of 

the Hetch Hetchy Valley for private uses. Its preservation is a 

matter of national concern, and is very urgent. The city of San 

Francisco can easily obtain its supplies of water from other sourcea 

Yours, truly, 

E. B. 1)eij\.barre, 
Professor of Psychology, Brmnn University. , 



Cambridge, Mass., January 1, 1909, 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands. 

Dear Sirs: We protest against the proposed action of the city of 
San trancisco in damming the Hetch Hetchy Valley to add to its 
supply of water. Our brother, the late Josiah Dwight Whitnev, was 
the first state geologist of California, and his books about the \ osem- 
ite Valley, etc., are known to you. We are deeply interested in 
preserving the beauties of this magnificent region. 

James L. Whitney, 
Maria Whitney, 
Members of the Sierra Club, of San Francisco, 



Washington, D. C, January i, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, , 

Capitolj Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : The really great scenic features of the earth's surface, 
such as Yosemite and Iletch Hetchy Valley, are a God-ffiven heritage 
to all the people and not to a favored few, and they snould be pre- 
served ana maintained for the pleasure, health, and education of all 
the people. They should not be ^iven to the people of one locality 
to use to the disadvantage of all others. 
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Having visited the Yosemite Valley I know its great natural value 
as a public resort. No part of the park can be spared for any local 
utility. The crowds are already overflowing into Hetch Hetchy Val- 
ley and the greater crowds of the future must be provided for. 
Very truly, yours, 

J. S. DlLL£R. 



San Lkandro, Cal., January i, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondeix, 

'Wa8hingix>nj D. (7. 

Dear Sir: I do not think it right and know it is not necessary to 

fant to the city of San Francisco the water rights asked for in the 
osemite National Park. The Hetch Hetchy Valley is one of 
nature's grandest works and should always belong to the whole people 
of this country. To give to San Francisco wnat she asks will be 
robbing the nation to save her some dollars in first cost of using 
some other supply, of which there are many in the Sierras. 
Very respectfully, 

A. B. Gary. 



Washington, D. C, January 1, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Having visited the Yosemite Valley region, as well as 
many of the other great natural features of the world, I appreciate 
the value of Hetch Hetchy Valley region as a pubUc resort for the 
health, pleasure, and education of the people. 1 earnestly hope that 
San Francisco nor any other city will be permitted to use the valley 
as a reservoir and thus practically destroy it as a resort for all the 
people. 

Verj'^ truly, yours, J. S. DfLLBR. 



Brookline, Mass., January /, 1909. 
Ifr. Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest as strongly as possible to the bill for 

the flooding: in the Hetch Hetchy Valley, objecting to the surrender 

of any public land in any national park. Instead, all private claims 

in such parks should be extinguished by purchase by the Government. 

KespectfuUy, 

H. F. Kimball. 



BoifroN, Mass., January 1, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: Understanding that House joint resolution No. 184, 
now pending before vour committee, contemplates authorizing San 
Francisco to flood tlie Hetch Hetchy Valley, I write to earnestly 
protest against the adoption of this resolution, which would author- 
ize the use of public land for a purpose to which it should not be 
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applied, and be utterly inconsistent with the policy of preserving 
our national parks for tho benefit of the public. 

Instead of the adoption of any such measure, I respectfully urge 
ihsLi steps be taken to extinguish by purchase all private claims m 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Yours, respectfully,' Albert F. Flint. 

Seattle, January i, 1909.. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee j 

flouse of Representatives, 

Dear Sir: I am greatly interested in the preservation of the 
natural beauties of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, in the Yosemite Nation J 
Park, and I earnestly protest against their desecration. 

I trust that you and the members of your committee will do the 
utmost to have them kept intact. 

Yours, respectfully, Elsie M. Kuhn, 

4227 Twelfth Avenue NE. 



Boston, January 2, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands, 

Dear Sir: As a citizen who has camped, walked, and ridden in the 
Yosemite National Park, and who has planned to do so again, I beg 
most respectfully to urge upon you and your committee not only my 
interest, but the interests of the innumerable American citizens, 
present and future, in the preservation, for park purposes exclusively, 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley. My admiration and affection for the 
city of San Francisco, where I claim dear friends, make me eager 
that an ample and pure water supply for the city should be obtained; 
but the availabiHty of sources not in the Yosemite Park and not 
previously dedicated to the health and pleasure of Americans from 
every State, makes more than just the claim of the nation's citizens as. 
against the seeming interests of a single city. For every lake and 
stream in the Yosemite Park, but especially that Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, whose wonders are beginning to be learnt by the wliole country, 
I ask, therefore, efficient and sure protective action. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Harry Copley Greene. 



Cambridge, Mass., January 2, 1909. 

Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I desire very much that favorable action be taken in 
Congress relative to the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park, near 
the I oseirite National Park in California. I feel that it would be a 
great misfortune not to safeguard at this time this beautiful spot of 
nature. 

I hope you will do what you can along this line. 
KespectfuUy, yours, 

Ephraim Spalding. 
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WiNTHROP, Mass., January g, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives J Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir : I wish to oppose the granting of the water right in the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley to tne city of San Francisco, for the reasons that 
it seems unnecessary to destroy this beautiful spot when other means 
are at hand to take care of this object. 

Respectfully, yours, W. I. Kelley. 



YoNKERs, N. Y., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: I am a citizen of California, of which I am proud. I am 
ako a citizen of San Francisco, of which I am not so proud. I have 
spent days in the Hetch Hetchy Valley; I also know Hog Ranch. I 
feel, therefore, that I have a right to make this appeal. 

I know San Francisco's methods of graft like a Dook, and I don't 
believe she will ever reform. In fact, I think most of her people 
believe in graft, the only crime being in getting caught. It will take 
them just about three vears to forget the present Heney prosecutions. 
In fact, if I am correctly informed, they are getting busy already, and 
commercial interests are anxious to secure a great water power 
through the agency of the city and under the guise of water supply. 
It certainly isn't water they want, for they have fourteen different 
sources of supply available. 

But whether the above rumor is well founded or not, it certainly 
will be a great crime on posterity to allow the Hetch Hetchy, whicn 
is in its way more beautiiul than the Yosemite, to be traded for Hog 
Ranch and swallowed up by greedy San Francisco. Facts are being 
placed before you, and I am still so simple-minded as to believe that 
the majority of men who go to Congress believe in saving something 
for posterity and, in fact, doing the right thing when they know 
themselves. 

I would give my head to be on your committee, for I see here a 
chance to do the square thing, a great thing, and a chance to distin- 
guish one's self for all time. May you do it. Here's to your success. 
Very truly, yours, 

Caspar W. Hodgson. 



YoNKERS, N. Y., January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Charles N. Pray, 

Worshin^ton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am a citizen of California, of which I am proud. 
I am also a citizen of San Francisco, of which I am not so proud. 
I have spent days in the Hetch Hetchy Valley; I also know Hog 
ranch. 1 feel therefore that I have a right to make this appeal. 

I know San Francisco^s methods of graft like a book, and I don't 
believe she vnM ever reform. In fact, I think most of her p ople 
believe in graft, the only crime being in getting caught. It will 
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take them just about three years to forget the present Heney prose- 
cutions. In fact, if I am correctly informed, they are getting busy 
akeady, and commercial interests are anxious to secure a great 
water power through tho agency of the city and under the guise of 
water supply. It certainly isn't water they want, for they have 
fourteen different vsourees of supply available. 

But whether the above rumor is well founded or not, it certainlv 
will be a great crime on posterity to allow the Iletch Iletchy, which 
is in its way more beautiful than the Yosemite, to be traded for 
Hog ranch and swallowed up by greedy San Francisco. Facts are 
being placed before you, and I am still so simple-minded as to believe 
that the majority of men who go to Congress believe in saving 
something for posterity, and, in fact, doing the right thing when they 
know themselves. 

I would give my head to be on your committee, for I see here a 
chance to do the square thing, a great thing, and a chance to dis- 
tinguish one's self tor all time. May you do it. Here's to your 
success. 

Very truly, yours, Caspar W. Hodgson. 



Baltimore, Md., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: I respectfully desire to protest against the proposed 
grant of water right to the city of San Francisco m the Hetch Hetchy 
valley. As I understand it, San Francisco can increase its water 
supply very materially through development of its present source, 
besides having other available sources at hand to draw from. 

In view of this, it would be a great loss to the country at large to 
sacri&ce this beautiful natural park for commercial interests. 
Respectfully, yours, 

W. H. Price. 



Chicago, January S, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washin^gton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I protest against the proposed destruction of Hetch 
Hetchy Valley for the benefit of the city of San Francisco. 

In rutnam s for (I think) Februarjr I shall have an article on the 
Yosemite National Park, in which this wonderful little jewel casket 
of the mountains is described. No officer of the Government who 
takes the trouble to see this lesser Yosemite will ever consent that 
such a national treasure be lost to future generations, or that the 
enormously valuable water power involved be given away for 
nothing. 

The sacrifice is unnecessary, as experts note 14 other possible 
sources of water supply for San Francisco. It is destructive of the 
people's property and subversive of the rights under which the Gov- 
ernment holds this park in trust for all the people forever. 

I am, sir. 

Yours, very truly, Harriet Monroe. 
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Allston, Mass., Jamtary 2, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondbll, M. C, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Noticing that action is to be taken soon with regard 
to the preservation or the Hetch Hetchy Park, near the Yosemiie 
National Park, in California, I write to urge you to use your efforts 
to prevent the desecration of this park, for I believe it would be 
regrettable if this beautiful region is not preserved. 
Trusting that this will receive consideration, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 

Fred. M. Nbwcx)mb. 



Boston, January j?, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Member of Congress, Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: I trust that favorable action wU be taken in Congress 
in regard to the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park, which is 
not far from the Yosemite Park, in California. It v/ould seem as if 
lovers of nature are entitled to have this beautiful sipot preserved 
for the future. 

I hope that you will do all you can to guard against any possible 
encroachment m this case. 
Rcr»pect fully, yours, 

Wm. N. Goodnow. 



Boston, January 2, 1909, 

Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Puhlic Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : I should like to add my voice to the serious protest of 
American citizens against the perversion of a national inheritance for 
the us3 of a single section. I voice the opinion of a very large num- 
ber of friends who know and love California when I say that the 
ruin of the Hetch Hetchv Valley touches them nearly, not only 
from sentimental reasons, but for the practical one that its loss will 
greatly lessen the attractions of California. My own example is by 
no means an exceptional one. I had been looking forward to taking 
my family to camp out in this valley, but with the shortsighted pro- 
gram now recommended by certam Californians, the motive for all 
such excursions as this will be removed, and the State must suflfer 
accordingly. 

Yours, very truly, Ellery Sedgwick. 

President Atlantic Monthly Co. 



Broo KLINE, Mass., Jamtary 2, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I hope that favorable congressional action will be taken 
looking toward the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park in the 
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Yosemite region. I feel that it would be a calamity to encroach iii 
any way upon the natural beauty of this park. 

Trusting that you will do what you can to maintain conditions as 
they are, I remam, 

Yours, truly, George P. Fogo 



Boston, January £, 1909. 

Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C^ ^ |Ri icr )i^ |»|ii 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, P 1 i^: Jl^ k# ItM 

Washington, D. C. *^ h ur*^<' [Ai*»' 

Dear Sir: I am very much interested in seeing that favorable 
action should be taken in Congress with regard to the preservation 
of the Hetch Hetchy Park near the Yosemite National Park in Cali- 
fornia. I feel that it would prove, as time went on, a grave misfor- 
tune if the opportunity to preserve this beautiful region to nature- 
lovers is not well guarded at the present time. 
Trusting that this will receive consideration, I remain. 
Very truly, yours, 

Frank A. Day. 



Baltimore, Md., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Word just reaches me of a proposition being placed 
before your committee to use Hetch Hetchy Valley of California for a 
water reservoir. As a frequent visitor to tne Sierras of California, in 
my opinion this is unnecessary, there being a great number of valleys 
equally large and as well supplied with water. Hetch Hetchy is 
beyond dispute one of our greatest natural parks, and I, as one who 
has visited many such parks, not only in America but also in Europe, 
wish to enter my protest against the destruction of the scenic beaut^ 
and of the natural pleasure grounds afforded on the floor of this 
valley. 

We Americans in our eagerness to turn all our natural resources into 
practical resources are forgetting that there are future generations of 
people to care for and the hiture character of a nation to consider. 

In brief, allow me, sir, to urge that a special committee, competent 
and disinterested, be appointed to investigate the proposition of 
turning Hetch Hetchy into a water reservoir. 
Very respectfully and sincerely, yours, 

Dr. Charles D. Sntder, 
Of the Johns Hopkins University Medical School, 

Baltimore, Md. 



Baltimore, Md., Jarmary 2, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House ojf Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Allow one who has visited and made his acquaintance 
with many of nature's temples enter his protest against the proposal 
of turning Hetch Hetchy Valley of California into a water reservoir. 
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Qetch Hetchy is one of our greatest aggregations of natural grandeur 
and beauty. To destroy it would be a piece of unnecessary utili- 
tarianism for which the world could never forgive the American 
people. 

Aa a frequent visitor to the Sierras of California, the writer is con- 
fident many other valleys exist which could be used for water reservoirs. 

At least let me urge that no action be taken without a thorough 
investigation by a disinterested and competent committee. 
Very respectfidly and sincerely, yours, 

Dr. Charles D. Snyder, 
Johns Hopkins University Medical School, Baltimore, Md. 



Boston, January 2, 1909. 
Hon. S, C» Smith. 

Dear Sir: I protest most earnestly against the proposed taking 
by the city of San Francisco of the wonderful Hetcn Hetchy Valley 
for a water supply, and voice the wishes of many others also m asking 
you to use your influence against this desecration. 
Very truly, yours, 

Emily H. Sp afford. 



Worcester, Mass., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The matter of granting the Hetch Hetchy Valley in 
the Yosemite National Park to the city of San Francisco for water 
purposes is, I understand, before the Committee on Public Lands 
apd likely to come up for action. As a native of California and as 
one warmly interested in the National Park, I beg to urge that no 
such grant be made. There are, it appears, several other sources 
of water supply which can be used without trespassing on this pecul- 
iarlv beautiful region, and imtil these have been demonstrated cleariy 
to be out of the question, it is surely wrong to allow any part of 
what has been specifically set apart for the pleasure of the whole 
people to be converted to a merelv local advantage. Trusting that 
yourself and your associates on tne committee may in this matter 
^ the nation a good turn, I am, with high respect. 
Yours, very truly, 

E. C. Sanford. 



Newton, Mass., January 2, 1909. 

Hon. S. C. Smith, Washington, D, 0. 

Dear Sir: As the matter of preserving the Hetch Hetchy Park in 
California is soon to come up for action m Congress, I write to ur^ 
that every possible consideration be given looking to keep this 
beautiful region from desecration. 

Very truly, yours, George N. Putnam. 
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Lynn, Mass., January j8, 1909. 

Hon. S. C. Smith, Wdshington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I notice that action is soon to be taken in Congress rela- 
tive to the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park in California, and I 
write to add my word of protest against the desecration of this park. 
I believe it would be a great mistake if this beautiful region is not 
preserved, and as a nature lover I trust that you will give considera- 
tion to this matter. 

Very truly, yours, Lawrence E. Bbown, 

Member of the Appalachian Mountain Club. 



Rockland, Mass., January 2, 1909. 

Hon. S. C. Smith, Wa^hinffton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Regarding the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park 
in California, I write to ui^e that every effort be made toward pre- 
serving this beautiful region from desecration. 

I notice that action on this matter is soon to be taken in Congress, 
and I trust this will receive your consideration. 
Yours, truly, 

G. Fred MacC^onney. 



Chicago, January 2j 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to protest against the proposed destruction of 
Hetch Hetchy Valley for the benefit of the city of San Francisco. 

In Putnam's for, I think, February I shall have an article on the 
Yosemite National Park, in which this wonderful little jewel casket of 
the mountains is described. No officer of the Government who may 
take the trouble to see this valley will ever consent that such a national 
treasure be lost to future generations, or that the enormously valuable 
water power involved be given away for nothing. 

The sacrifice is unnecessary, as experts note fourteen other sources 
of water supply for San Francisco. It is destructive of the people's 

gropertjr ana subversive of the rights under which the Government 
olds tnis park in trust for all the people forever. 
I am, sir. 

Yours, very trulv, Harriet Monroe. 



Malden, Mass., January 2, 1909. 

Hon. S. C. Smith, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I notice that action is soon to be taken in the matter of 
the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park in California, and^ I write 
to urge that all possible efforts be made toward preserving this beau- 
tiful region from desecration, for I believe it would be a great mis- 
take if the opportunity now present to keep this park unchanged 
were allowed to slip b^, and I trust that ttiis communication will 
receive your consideration. 

Very truly, yours, J. L. Gilman. 
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Baltimore, Md., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : I respectfully desire to protest against the proposed 
grant of water right to the city of San Francisco in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley. As I understand it, San Francisco can increase its water sup- 
ply very materially through development of its present source, besides 
naving other available sources at nand to draw from. 

In view of this it would be a great national loss to sacrifice this beau- 
tiful natural park for commercial interests. 

Respectfully, yours, W, H. Price. 



Winchester, Mass., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am very much interested in seeing that favorable 
action is taken in Congress with regard to the preservation of the 
Hetch Hetchy Park, in California, near the Yosemite National Park. 
I feel that this park shoul4 be preserved and that it would be a mistake 
if this beautiful region is not well yarded at the present time. 
Trusting that you will give consideration to this, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 

Henry A. Goddard, 
Member of Appalachian Clvh. 



Walla Walla, Wash., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I desire to enter my protest against the damming of 
the Hetch Hetchy for San Francisco's water supply. If San 1 ran- 
cisco had not at least a dozen other sources quite as available, this 
might be pardoned, but as one who would have preserved for all the 
people tlus wonderland, I beg the committee will consider the needs 
of tne whole country, and not make this sacrifice of what can never 
be restored. 

Yours, truly, Grace G. Isaacs, 

Member of Sierra and Mozam/i Clubs. 



Baltimore, Md., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Enolebrioht, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. 0. 

Dear Sir: Allow me to enter my protest against the use of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley for a water reservoir for San Francisco. There 
are many other valleys in the Sierra quite as good for that purpose, 
surely. 

To destroy Hetch Hetchy for such a purpose would be like the 
destruction of the Yellowstone Park or the Yosemite or the Niagara 
Falls. 
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It would be unnecessary, senseless, criminal utilitarianism. 
Let us preserve at least our greatest spots of natural grandeur and 
beauty. Hetch Hetchy is one of the greatest of these. This is the 
humble appeal of one who has visited and camped in most of nature's 
temples, mcluding Vesuvius during his last eruption, April, 1906, 
and the Alps, especially in the vicinity of the Matterhom. 
Very respectfully. 

Dr. C. D. Sntdek, 
The Johns Hopkins Medical School. 



Worcester, Mass., January S, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Enqlebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The question of OTanting a part of the Yosemite 
National Park to the city of San Francisco for reservoir purposes is, 
I understand, before the Committee on Public Lands. As a native 
Calif omian I am ashamed that the chief city of the State should make 
such a request, especially as other sources of supply are quite possible, 
and I hope the committee may feel disposed to refuse to grant any 
part of the region, set aside for the good of all, to the local advantage 
of a small pa^. 

With high respect, I am, 

Yoiu^, very truly, ' E. C. Sanford. 

Winchester, Mass., January 8, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In regard to preserving the Hetch Hetchy Park in 
California, I am writing to urge that every effort be made to save this 
beautiful section of the country from desecration. 

I have noticed that action is soon to be taken in Congress concern- 
ing this matter, and I trust that this will receive your consideration. 
^ Yours, iTuij, 

William Adriance. 



Waverley, Mass., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washin^on, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Concerning the preservation of Hetch Hetchy Park, in 
Califomia, I write urring that every effort be made to save this 
beautiful region from desecration. 

I notice that action on this matter is soon to be taken in Congress 
and trust that this letter will receive your consideration. 
Yours, truly, 

H. H. Bailbt. 



Chicago, January 2, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I protest against the proposed destruction of Hetch 
Hetchy Valley for the benefit of the city of San Francisco. 
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In Putnam's for (I think) February, I shall have an article on the 
Yosemite National Park, in which this wonderful Uttle jewel casket 
of the mountains is described. No ofl&cer of the Government who 
takes the trouble to see this lesser Yosemite will ever consent that 
such a national treasure be lost to future generations, or that the 
enormously valuable water power involved be given away for nothing. 

The sacrifice is unnecessary, as experts note 14 other sources of 
possible water supplv for San Francisco. It is destructive of the 
people's propertv and subversion of the rights under which the Grov- 
emment holds this park in trust for all the people forever. 
I am, sir, yours, very truly, 

Harriet Monroe. 



RocKPORT, Mass., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. W. F, Englebrioht, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Noticing that action is soon to be taken in Congress 
on the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy Park, near the Yosemite 
National Park in California, I write to urge that all possible efforts be 
made to keep this beautiful region from desecration. 
Very truly, yours, 

H. C. Story. 



QuiNCY, Mass., January £, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Regarding the preservation of the Hetch Hetdhv Park 
in CaUfomia, on which action soon is to be taken in Congress, I believe 
it would prove later on a grave misfortime if the opportunity to pre- 
serve this beautiful region to lovers of nature is not well guarded at the 
present time, and I trust that favorable consideration will be given to 
this communication. 

Yours, truly, Charles Alden. 

Lynn, Mass., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The matter of the preservation of the Hetch Hetchy 
Park in California, on which action is soon to be taken in Congress, 
has interested me greatly, and I write to urge that this beautiful region 
may be preserved to nature lovers and not desecrated. 

Trustmg that you will give consideration to this, I remain. 
Yours, truly, 

F. H. Newhall. 



Baltimore, Md., January 2, 1909. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I respectfully desire to protest against the proposed 
grant of water right to the city of San Francisco m the Hetch Hetchy 
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Valley. As I understand it^ San Francisco can increase its water 
supply very materially through development of its present source, 
besides having other available sources at hand to draw from. [ 

In view of this, it would be a great loss to the country at large to 
sacrifice this beautiful natural park for commercial interests. 
Respectfully, yours, 

W. H. Pkice. 



Boston, Mass., January S, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Ohairman CommiMee on Public LaridSf 

Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: I should like to add one more protest against the bij^ 
now under consideration giving the city of San Francisco reservoij: 
rights in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. I have been over most of the 
ground in question and believe that the sacrifice of the interests oj 
the country as a whole which is involved in the proposed measure 
entirely overbalances the gain to the comparatively very small per- 
centage represented by the city of San Francisco. 
Very truly, yours, 

G. D. Emerson. 



Berkeley, Cal., January S, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 
I House of Representatives, WasJiin^gton, D, C. 

Mt Dear Sir: I wish to add my protest to the many others which 
have reached you from California against the conveyance of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco for reservior pur- 
poses. 

When the pubUc imderstood that it merely involved the use of the 
valley itself it was nevertheless bad enough to deprive the public of 
this great natural beauty, but now that it appears that the protection 
of the water supplv will involve nearly half of the Yosemite National 
Park being fenced off from the public, it appears that the action 
proposed would be contrary to the most vital public interests. Thb 
Yosemite Valley and its surroundings must be the center of public 
interest in the Sierra scenery. The natural overflow from the valley 
for recreation is the Tuolumne Meadows and the watershed surroimd- 
ing^ all of which must be cut off if the plan proposed is carried through. 

I venture to hope that the Committee on rublic Lands will recon- 
sider the proposea action. 

Yours, very truly, Edward L. Parsons. ' 

Boston, January S, 1909, 

My Dear Mr. Mondell: I beg to add a protest against damming 
Hetch Hetchy. I have camped there and in Yosemite, and through 
Tuolumne Canyon, to which Hetch Hetchy is the gate. Tuolumne 
is even more interesting and beautiful than Hetch Hetchy or Yosem-f 
ite. Both canyon and valley would in any populous country be 
great resorts. We need them against the day when United States is 
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full of people. San Francisco can get water from other Sierra lakes 
at no greater cost than cities usually incur. Hetch Hetchy will be a 
permanent; irreparable, national loss — to save one city an expendi- 
ture which will after all return chiefly to her own pockets in wages. 
Is not this economy for San Francisco costly for the nation? 
With apologies for troubling you. 

Yours, sincerely, Mary E. Haskell. 



Boston, January S, 1909. 

My Dear Mr. Englebright: I beg leave to add one protest 
against the danuning of Hetch Hetchy. This vaUey — I have camped 
in it — is so beautiful that in any more thickly settled coimtry it 
would be a popular resort from a region of many hundred miles. The 
United States will grow in population to need all her splendid camping 
grounds. San Francisco can, for no more cost than most cities bear^ 
obtain her water without sacrifice to the United States at large; but 
Hetch Hetehy is unique; we can not replace it if we give it up. 
Moreover, the Tuolumne Canyon, to which Hetch Hetchv is the gate, 
is a region whose interest and variety surpass those of either Yosemite 
or Hetch Hetehy for vigorous campers. 

Please pardon me for troubling you. 

Yours, sincerely, Mary E. Haskell. 



Boston, January 5, 1909, 

My Dear Mr. Smith : I beg leave to add one protest against the 
danuning of Heteh Hetehy Valley. I have camped there and in the 
Yosemite, and can testify that the Yosemite is becoming so populous 
that we need the Heteh Hetehv for our overflow of campers; that it 
is well worth preserving in itself and perhaps even more so as a gate 
to the Tuolumne Canyon, which is a more interesting, varied, and 
remarkable region than perhaps either the Yosemite Valley or the 
Heteh Hetehy. San Francisco can get water from other lakes, at no 
imreasonable cost, but the West and East can never get another 
Heteh Hetehy. 

With apologies for troubling you. J.' 

Yours, sincerely, Mary E. Haskell. 



Seattle, Wash., Jammry 4, 1909. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Puhlic Lands Committee, House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Bein^ greatly interested in the natural beauties of the 
Heteh Hetehy Valley, in the Yosemite National Park, I wish to per- 
sonally protest against any desecration. 

I sincerely trust and hope that you will do all in your power to 
preserve them. 

Respectfully, yours, Cora B. Garvin. 
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Chicago, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives f Washington, D. C, 

Sm: I protest against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
in the Yosemite National Park as an unnecessary and unjust sacrifice 
of the r^hts of the whole people for the benefit of a few. 

Yours, respectfully, 
\ Edwin S. Feohheimeb. 



Chicago, January 4, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondbll, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C. 

Sm: I protest against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
in the Yosemite National Park as an unnecessary and unjust sacrifice 
of the r^hts of the whole people for the benefit of a few. 
TU)urs, respectfully, 

W. H. Winslow. 



Cleveland, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Would urge you to assist in preventing the city of San 
Francisco in turning the Hetch Hetchy into a reservoir for the supply 
of water for the city of San Francisco, as according to my imder- 
standing they have numerous other soiu-ces from which they could 
obtain supply without destroying this most beautiful territory. 
Very truly, yours, 

A. M. Larwill. 



Seattle, Wash., January 4, 1909. 
Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I am very much interested in the preservation of the 
natural beauties of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, of our Yosemite National 
Park, and wish to earnestly protest against their desecration. 

I trust that you and your committee will do all in your power to 
have them kept intact. 

Respectfully, yours, A. W. Archer. 



New York City, January 4, 1909. 
The House Committee on Public Lands. 

Gentlemen: We, the undersigned, do respectfully urge you so to 
report a bill regarding the San Francisco rights in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley that no public land in any national park be surrendered, and 
that all private claims therein be as speedily as possible extinguished 
by (jovemment purchase. We believe tnat the integrity of our 
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national parks should be vigilantly and sacredly preserved as national 
resources which should be accessible to all the people, now and to 
come. We therefore protest strongly against the letter and the spirit 
of House Resolution 184. 

A. B. Bates, Edith Read, Kate B. Hixon, P. B. Mann, 
S. W. Cutler, A. J. Matthews, A. H. Evans, W. Y. 
Morrev, F. A. Reynolds, R.N. Kellogg. F. R.Strayen, 
S. M. Look, F. J. Appel, John H. Denoigh, Irving A. 
Heikes, if. D. Sohon, M. J. Bourne, Frederick C. 
White, E. E. Bogart, J. M. Johnson W. R. Pyle, 
J. E. Peabody, H. W. Keigwin, L. Landau, G. B. 
MacColl, A. S. Thompson, 6. Andrew, A. E. Peter- 
son, Clara M. Burt. M. M. Diedrich, E. J. Schoedde, 
A. Wohlfarth, D. P. Mussey, S. G. Coster, Ruth Mer- 
lington. 



Seattle, Wash., January 4, 1909. 
Fbank W. Mondell, 
^^^ Public Lands Committee, House of Bepresentaiives, Washington^ D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have been told that there is a plan on foot which will 
destroy the natural beauties of the Hetch Hetchy Valley in the 
national park at Yosemite. I wish to add my request to that^of 
others protesting against their destruction. 

- I hope that you and your committee will see that the attempt is not 
carried out. 

Yours, sincerely, Adelaide L. Pollock. 



Brookline, Mass., January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Fbank W. Mondell, 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sib: I have just learned of joint resolution No. 184 regarding 
Hetch Hetchy Valley and of the new bill which you intended to 
draft in place of same. Permit me, as a citizen who is deeply inter- 
ested in this question, to protest against any alienation of any land 
within omr national parks ror the use or benefit of any city, however 
urgent the necessity may appear on the sin-face. I do not pretend to 
be competent to pass upon the question whether the water supply 
which is demanded by the city of San Francisco through the floodmg 
of Hetch Hetchy Valley is absolutely needed bjr the city. I under- 
stand that hydraulic engineers of the very highest standing have 
made a report in which they say that San Francisco does not need 
this supply. Even if the city did need it, I submit whether it would 
not be rar more reasonable to obtain the supply from some other 
source or sources, even at many times the cost. 

I have seen a great deal of the scenery of the West and I know that I 
am speaking from the point of view of the lover of nature ; and I also 
know that there are other sides to this question. Absolute necessity 
is, of course, a first consideration. But these parks were set aside 
for the whole nation. Money and ingenuity can surely obtain water 
supplies in one way or another without singling out such marvels 
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of scenery as the Hetch Hetchy Valley. I simply speak as a citizen 
who feels an interest in this matter and whose profession deals di- 
rectly with forests and natural scenery, and I have no hesitation in 
saying frankly that as an American citizen I should feel ashamed 
before citizens of other countries if the Hetch Hetchy Valley, by con- 
gressional action, should be converted to such a use as is proposed. 
Very truly, yours, 

G. Frederick Sohwarz. 



Milton, Mass., January 4, 1909. 

The House Committee on Public Lands. 

Gentlemen: I wish to enter my protest against House joint reso- 
lution No. 184, providing congressional authority for San Francisco 
to flood the Hetch Hetchy Valley and against any bill that authorizes 
the trading of park areas for areas elsewhere. 

Very truly, yours, Alice F. Tilden. 

The. Johns Hopkins University, 

Baltimorey Md,, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Sir: Permit me to urge briefly, but emphatically, that the "Frisco" 
water supply be obtained from some other source than the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley. 

I remain, yours, respectfully, 

Percy M. Dawson, 
Associate Professor of Physiology, Memoer of 
American Ciidc Association and American Forestry Association. 



Philadelphia, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: At the annual meeting^ of the American Alpine Club, 
held at Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, on January 2, 1909, 
the inclosed resolution was unanimously passed and I was instructed 
to forward a copy of the same to you. 
Respectfully, yours, 

Henry G. Bryant, Secretary. 



New York, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

My Dear Congressman: The inclosed is from a circular letter 
issued by the Sierra Club of San Francisco, which I send to you for 
the purpose of indorsing all that is stated therein, and to unite in 
the protest against the mvasion of Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuol- 
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umne Meadows, and the destruction of its magnificent scenery, for 
reservoir purposes. 

During the summers of 1906 and 1907 I traveled with a pack 
train through the high Sierras, enjoying the grandeur of the scenery 
and of manv scenes. The people of this country have little con- 
ception of these magnificent possessions. No scenery can be more 
magnificent. No one can travel through these high Sierras as I 
have traveled without being daily thanlSul that the National Gov- 
ernment has saved these possessions from spoliation through the 
establishment of national parks and by establisning the forest reserve. 
It is incredible that any man or set of men in San Francisco or in 
any part of California should favor a reservoir in the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley or in any of the several grand canyons in the high Sierras, 
unless compelled by dire necessity resulting from no other possible 
source of water supply. No such situation exists, and therefore the 
effort to do this injury to the Hetch Hetchy Valley is wanton. 

With sincere regards and wishing you a happy New Year, I remain. 
Faithfully, yours, 

Ben. L. Faibohh-d. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 21, 1908. 
To aU lovers of nature and scenery: 

The Yosemite National Park was created in 1890 in order that the 
unrivaled aggregation of scenic features of this great natural wonder- 
land should Be preserved in pure wildness for all time for the benefit 
of the entire nation. The Yosemite Valley was already preserved 
in a state park, and the national park was created primarily to protect 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley and Tuolumne Meadows from invasion. 
The Hetch Hetchy Vallev is a wonderfully exact counterpart of the 
great •Yosemite, not onfy in its crystal river, sublime cUffs, and 
exquisite waterfalls, but in the gardens, magnificent groves, and 
meadows of its flowery park-like floor. As a scenic feature of the 
park, it is next to Yosemite in beauty, grandeur, and importance. 
The Hetch Hetchy floor is specially adapted for pleasure camping 
and is the focus of all the trails from both the north and the soutn 
which lead into and through this magnificent camp ground. The 
Yosemite floor is already overcrowded with campers and tourists, 
and the overflow will naturally seek the Hetch Hetchy, and in the 
course of a few years it will be visited by countless thousands. 

If dammed, as proposed by the city of San Francisco, and con- 
verted into a reservoir, its entire floor would be submerged and the 
water backed up for nearly 7 miles and into the lower end of the 
Grand Canyon of the Tuolumne. A fluctuatii^ water level and 
consequent exposure of unsightly mar^ns and flats, covered with 
decaying vegetable matter, would tend to destroy its beauty, but 
more serious results would follow. Camping on the floor would be 
rendered impossible, and its use for storing the drinking water of a 
great city, with danger of typhoid contammation, would lead to an 
attempt on the part of the city to exclude visitors and campers from 
not only the immediate valley, but from the entire watershed, com- 
prising over 500 square miles, or nearly one-half of the area of the 
entire Yosemite National Park, and including many of its ^andest 
scenic features, among them being the wonderful Tuolumne Meadow 
region, situated on the main river, a few miles above the Hetch Hetchy. 
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i^If San Francisco could not obtain a satisfactory supply of water 
elsewhere, this great national sacrifice might be justified, but most 
eminent nydraulic engineers have reported on fourteen distinct 
sources of water supply available for its use. There is no city of its 
size in the world that is more favorably situated as far as number of 
available water suppUes is concerned. 

We do not beUeve that a great national property preserved for 
the enjoyment of the people of the entire nation should be thus 
unnecessarily sacrified and diverted from its dedicated purposes for 
the mere pecuniary benefit of a local interest. Had it not been for 
the creation of the park, this water system would have been acquired 
years aco by power and irrigation interests, and it would not now be 
available for San Francisco. What right has this city to profit by 
our work and undo the labor of years? 



San Jose, January 4, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C,^ 

Deab Sir: As one who has visited our beautiful Hetch Hetchy 
and realizes the great loss it will be to Califomians — ^in fact, all the 
United States — 1 want to protest against converting this wonder- 
ful country into a reservoir which, because of the precipitous cliffs, 
will render it wholly unavailable, not only it but probably the country 
above. Yosemite alreadv has become too crowded, and there must 
be a place for the overflow. Were it not that San Francisco can 
get its water elsewhere without taking this country which is invalu- 
able for other purposes, I would not be umng this course. 

Hoping you will see that we are not robbed of this right of ours, 
I am, 

Yours, sincerely, Grace Esther Dattlb. 

The Johns Hopkins University, 

Baltimore, Md., January 4, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Sir: Permit me to urge briefly but emphatically that the "Frisco" 
water supplv be obtained from some otner source than the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley. 

I remain, yours, very respectfully, 

Percy M. Dawson, 
Associate Professor of Physiology, Member of 
American Civic Association and American Forestry Association, 



Cleveland, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smfth, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Would urge you to assist in preventing the city of San 
Francisco in turning the Hetch Hetchy into a reservoir for the supplv 
of water for the city of San Francisco, as according to my understand- 
ing, they have numerous other sources from whicn they could obtain 
supply without destroying this most beautiful territory. 
Very truly yours, 

A. M. Larwill, 



222 SAN FBANGISCO AND THE HETGH HETOHY BESEBVOIB. 

ChioaoO; January 4, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sib: I protest against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
in the Yosemite National Park, as an unnecessary and unjust sacrifice 
of the rights of the whole people for the benefits of a few. 
Yours, respectfully, 

W. H. WiNSLOW. 



Chicago, January 4, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I protest against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
in the Yosemite National Park, as an unnecessary and unjust sacrifice 
of the rights of the whole people for the benefit of a few. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Edwin S. Feghheimer. 



HoBOKEN, N. J., January 5, 1909, 
Hon. Fbank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Deab Sib: As a member of the Appalachian Mountain Club, and, 
in a larger sense, as a citizen of the Umted States, I desire to enter my 
protest against allowing the city of San Francisco to establish a reser- 
voir in the Hetch Hetchy Valley of the Yosemite National Park. 

The establishment of such a reservoir would greatly impair the 
beauty of one of the most picturesque valleys in the country, and 
would deprive our citizens of one of their greatest natural treasures. 
The surrender of lands in this valley to the city of San" Francisco 
would establish a precedent most dangerous to the welfare of our 
national parks, which are supposed to be consecrated to the use and 
enjoyment of all our citizens. 

Moreover, in the present instance, it is agreed by the highest 
authorities that this reservoir is not at all necessary for San Francisco, 
which can procure its water supply elsewhere more economically and 
to better aavantage. 

I therefore respectfully, but earnestly, re<juest you and your com- 
mittee to safe^ard this our national aomam, and to put it forever 
out of the reach of private and municipal spoilers. 
Very truly, yours, 

J. H. CUNTZ. 



• The Young Men's Christian Association, 

Cleveland, January 6, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

GJiairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: I have recently learned of the proposal by the city of 
San Francisco to dam the Yosemite River and to flood the Yosemite 
Valley for power purposes. 
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As an admirer of nature, I wish to protest against any such action 
as this. There are only a few of these beauty spots in our country, 
and it seems to me that they should be preserved, even at a loss of 
some commercial advantage to be derivea from power purposes. 
Yours, very truly, 

M. N. Fowler, Director, 



Washington, D. C, Jamuiry ff, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committeej 

House of JRepresetitaHves. 

My Dear Mr. Mondell: Since other business calls me aw^ay at 
present, I wish to file with your conmiittee the foUowing^ brief state- 
ment. In this I am representing substantially the officers of the 
American Civic Association, the officers and membership of the 
Appalachian Mountain Club of Boston, the Mazamas of Portland and 
Seattle, and as individuals a majority of the officers and members of 
the Sierra Club, whose membership is largely in San Francisco; also 
the Mountaineers and several smaller organizations. These aggregate 
a membership of at least five thousand persons who have a Keen 
and intelligent interest in the matters at issue. We submit: 

First. Tnat the proposed exchange of lands should be denied because 
it is an attempt to get more rights in the National Park than those 
contemplated in the original grant. It is a pretext to escape from 
under the authority of the Interior Department, or at least complicat- 
ing the question of jurisdiction and power to enforce the conaitions 
of the grant. The city now has conditionally the right to flood Hetch 
Hetchy without further legislation. Why should not San Francisco 
relinquish to the Government the land she now owns, or is acquiring, 
in Hetch Hetchy, and take an easement instead? 

Second. We object strenuously to any legislation that will mini- 
mize the revocabihty of the grant, for iipon its enforceabihty the 
unrestricted public use of nearly half the >^ational Park is dependant, 
and more than half of its scenic value. (See my pamphlet on the 
Tuolumne Canyon filed herewith.) 

Third. We contend that the two uses of the Tuolumne watershed 
contemplated in the grant are incompatible ; that the city is merely 
taking the first step m this bill toward a diversion of the entire five 
hundred SQuare miles to its own domestic use. Therefore, the condi- 
should he neld absolutely ri^d to compel the city to filter instead of 
excluding the pubUc when either becomes necessary. 

Fourth. There was a 30 per cent increase last year in the number of 
people visiting the park. This ratio of increase will flood the Tuol- 
umne regions of the park with visitors annually, both in winter and 
in summer, long before the city can estabhsh its plant. The public 
use of that part of the park is something that must be taken into 
account immediately. 

Fifth. There are no specific stipulations in the grant requiring the 
city to keep the Toulumne Canyon open by building trails and roads 
instead of the ones that will be submerged. In a recent conference 
with Secretary Garfield he said to me that it would be perfectly proper 
to include these stipidations in any new action by tne House. We 
respectfully ask that they be included. 
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Sixth. Since so many conflicting interests are involved and jeopar- 
dized by this proposed legislation and since the questions involved 
are of such large public concern , we respectfuUj ask that the com- 
mittee recommend postponement of action until a more exhaustive 
investigation has been made that shall be more than ex parte. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Wm. Frederic Beede. 



Berkeley, Cal., October — , 1908. 

Mr. GiFFORD PiNCHOT, 

TJ. S. Forester, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Mr. Pinchot: I have your letter, under date of May 11, in 
which you invite me to criticise your letter to Mr. Norman Hapgood 
from the point of view of my personal knowledge. I have only 
recently returned from Central America and Panama, which is my 
reason for not answering sooner. 

In the first place, it seems to me that the position you take when 
you seek to justify the granting of Hetch Hetchy Valley on the 
ground that '^adverse interests" have acquired the other ''available 
sources," and that these ''interests" seem to have been unreasonable 
in demanding "far too high a profit for the original investment," is 
not defensible. As long as there are available sources outside of 
Hetch Hetchy and as long as the courts are available for condenma- 
tion proceedings to compel the owners to turn them over at a reason* 
able figure no necessity, in my opinion, exists that can justify the 
granting of privileges in a national park, least of all when it means 
the destruction of a valley hke Hetch Hetchy. If the object was to 
spare the city the necessity of resort to condemnation proceedings, it 
was a move that has failed completely, for the city will now have to 
proceed with regard to private holdings within the park in the same 
manner as it would have had to do with regard to those outside. 
But, as everyone here knows, there are adequate sources of supply, 
which no human future can exhaust, in addition to the ones you 
admit as existing immediately outside of Hetch Hetchy. Situated 
not far from the confluence of the great San Joaquin and Sacramento 
rivers, San Francisco actuaUy has more available sources of supply 
than any other city of her size in the United States. Colonel Mondeli, 
an eminent hydrauhc engineer, reports 14 available systems. Mr. 
Grunsky's testimony in equity case No. 13395 should also be taken 
into account. In short, Mr. Grunsky, as well as the promoters of tha 
Hetch Hetchy scheme, really base their demand for Hetch Hetchy 
upon expediency and supposed cheapness, but urge it upon the ground 
or a spurious necessity. The granting of rights in a national park on 
any grounds short of a real and urgent public necessity seems to me a 
very serious matter, for by it the public guardians of our national 
parks remove from them the guaranty of permanence and expose 
them to the assault of numberless equally shallow claims of public 
necessity. According to the public press, the Modesto and Turlook 
irrigationists are preparing to file on 5 reservoir sites within the 
Yosemite National Park, and it is difficult to see on what grounds 
San Francisco can urge for its claims a larger measure of public neces- 
sity than the irrigationists. 
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You refer to the use of the floor of Iletch Iletchy as ''a cattle 
ranch." It seejns to me extremely unfortunate that you have not 
personally seen Hetch Hetchy, for then it would have been clear at 
once that Yosemite Valley is a cattle ranch in exactly the same sense. 
Yet no one, except possibly your informants, would find in such a 
designation of Yosemite Valley a disparafi:ement of its scenic value 
and importance, or imagine that a few relatively worthless meadows, 
devoid of scenic setting, could be regarded as a fair exchange for 
acres of equal size in Hetch Hetchy. One might with equal pro- 
priety oifer a bit of Salt Lake in exchange for Niagara Falls. The 
meadows in question have no value except that one, ''Hog Ranch," 
is an overnight stopping place on the way to Hetch Hetchy, and • 
when the latter has become a reservoir, it is stripped even of this 
auxiliary significance. A photographic exposfi of this proposed^^ 
"exchange" can not fail to arouse piiblic sentiment. 

The editor of the San Francisco Chronicle, who recently acconi- 
panied the San Francisco supervisors on a tour of inspection to 
Hetch Hetchy, thus describes their first glimpse of the vallev: (Sep- 
tember 6, 1908.) '^When Surprise Point was reached, ana the first 
view of the grandeur of the valley was obtained, a mighty shout 
went up — such a one, perhaps, as had never been heard in that region. 
It was an unexpected tribute of admiration from men who involun- 
tarily compared the beauties of the scenic wonder lying beneath and 
above them with the grandest of all scenery — that of the Yosemite. 
There was no one in that party to whom the thought did not suggest 
itself that there was some reason for interi)osing a protest against 
the eflFacement of this marvelous scenic glen. This testimony 
comes from the same paper (perhaps from the same writer) which a 
few months earlier referred to the protestants as "hoggish and 
mushy esthetes . ' ' 

Ihat the turning of this valley into a reservoir means the practical 
extinction of its scenic value is admitted even by advocates of the 
scheme. Knowing the valley as I do, I can not agree with you in 
supposing that the result will be even remotely comparable to Lake 
Tahoe or Crater Lake. No road could be constructed around it on 
the summit periphery of the cliffs. None could be constructed at the 
bottom except oy tunneling through sheer cliflFs at a prohibitive 
expense. Even if it existed, such a road would have little attraction, 
for during a portion of the time when tourists visit this region the 
sinking water would reveal to their gaze only muddy talus slopes 
and a mass of rotting aquatic vegetation. If the papers quoted him 
correctly, Mr. Manson's view of the feasibility or a road along the 
reservoir's water line shifts with his geographical position. In his 
report recently filed in San Francisco, he declares: ''The valley is 
five and a half miles long and over one-half mile in width; its walls 
are so steep as to be practically impassable except at three points 
occupied by steep, rough trails." Add to the destruction of this 
valley without lacustrine compensations the loss of it as a camping 
site and as the natural entrance and exit of the marvelous Tuolumne 
Canyon, national public losses incurred under no compelling neces- 
sity, and there is, in my opinion, abundant reason for memorializing 
Congress in the hope or forestalling such a catastrophe. 

Arter saying all this you will not oe surprised that 1 further question 
the correctness of your judgment, when you say that ''a compara- 
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lively slight risk to the pleasure of tourists" is involved in the grant. 
Quoting agam from Mr. Manson's recent report : * *The areas tributary 
to these reservoirs are within the boundaries of the Yosemite National 
Park; so that at no time in the future can conditions arise tending 
to impair the purity of the water flowing therefrom which can not 
be rigidly controlled." This rigid control must involve the with- 
drawal of the finest midsummer camping site in the park — the 
Tuolunme Meadows. ^Vhat other areas may be subjected to similar 
control remains to be seen. Since it is coming to be scientifically 
recognized that a pure mountain stream once polluted, for instance^ 
by typhoid-fever germs, because of the absence of predatorj^ organisms 
remain infected much longer than less pure waters, w^e may ulti- 
mately expect, as a precautionary measure, the restriction or with- 
drawal of camping privileges in the choicest portions of the finest 
national park in America. Believing that this park was never 
intended to come within the reach of factional spite, that it was set 
apart for the enjoyment of the entire nation and not to fiunish 
li^ht and water to any city, least of all the worst governed in the 
Imited States, I can only express my profound regret that you 
should have been found on the wrong side of the question. It is 
my firm belief that you have endeavored to reach the right decision. 
But if I am to judge by your letter to Mr. Hapgood, your decision 
was reached largely on the basis of wrong and colored information, 
both as to the character of Hetch Hetchy and the effect the con- 
struction of the dam would have. There are thousands of us, and 
the number is growing, who feel that a gift like this — overwhelmingly 
protested before it was made — was entitled to the personal inspection 
of both yourself and Secretary Garfield. I think you would then have 
realized that only a compelUng necessity could justify such a grant 
in the eyes of the nation. 

With assurances of personal esteem, I beg to remain, 
Sincerely, yours, 

Wm. Frederick Bade. 



THE TUOLUMNE CANYON. 

[By William Frederic Badft. Reprinted from tbe Sierra Club Bulletin, June, 1905.] 

In the heart of the Sierra, more than 8,500 feet (about 2,616 meters) 
above the level of the Pacific, lies a truly alpine valley familiar to 
every mountaineer who has visited the regions north of Yosemite. 
It is vain now to regret the association of the word *' meadows" with 
the romantic Indian name Tuolumne. The hunters and prospectors 
who valued a valley chiefly as an oasis for pack animals were first at 
the christening, and have succeeded in attaching the name of a 
common drudge to a queen of the Sierras. Many are the little rivers 
that know the way to this valley. They are mad little rivers, full of 
song and fury. Though often fiidden in deep gorges, mostly carved 
through solicf granite, they always are heard, now leaping a precipice 
with shouts of thunder, now singing the joys of a gentler career amid 
ferns and pines. All of them are true Jordans — "descenders" — but 
fortunately none of them, like the Kern, are foimd dead at the end. 
Long ago the valley was a JPamous huntin<^ ground of the Mono Indians, 
whose shapely obsidian arrows still dot the ground where in other days 
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they bit the sod. Its upper end, where the Dana and Lyell forks 
unite to form the Tuolumne, is an ideal camping groimd. Last 
siunmer the Sierra Club chose it a second time as its rendezvous and 
sent out thence its climbing parties to Dana, Lyell, and Ritter. These 
mountains, together with Uibbs, Unicom, Cathedral, and Conness, 
form the valley's nearer or remoter periphery, an imposing circle of 
snowy summits. In the valley, also, the snow lingers far into the 
summer, but a multitudinous procession of showy spring flowers is 
constantly treading on the edge of t :e snow banks, pusjing them up 
the pine-clad slopes to their last impregnable strongholds. Thence 
sally forth the six or seven glacier-born streams that join the Tuo- 
lumne in and below tie Meadows. Thev make of it a turbulent river 
that even late in the summer would be dangerous, if not quite impos- 
sible, to ford on its foamy speedways. 

Immediately below the Meadows the river plunges into a canyon that 
•deserves to be counted among the greatest natural wonders on earth. 
For a long time it was considered impassable. In places the walls rise 
in almost vertical precipices to a heigl.t of more than 5,000 feet. Though 
the canyon is scarcely more than 30 miles long, the fall of the river 
within tnat distance amounts to 5,200 feet. It would be hard to imag- 
ine a wilder career for a river tlian that upon which the Tuolumne 
enters during this part of its course. Capt. Clarence King, after a futile 
attempt to follow it through the caynon,is said to have pronounced such 
an undertaking impossible for any '* creature without wings. '* But a 
few adventurous explorers have traversed it since then, and on the 20th 
of last July (1904) a party of 14 men, organized by E. T. Parsons, 
started on a successful knapsack trip through the canyon. Fortu- 
nately all were picked mountaineers, inured to the wilds, for it proved 
a strenuous four days' trip full of adventure as well as indescribably 
magnificent scenery. The writer found opportunity to make only a 
few general notes on the flora and fauna. Both are extremely inter- 
esting, and so rich and varied that it would reauire months to make 
anything like an exhaustive study of its animal life, to say nothing of 
the vegetation. The general trend of the canyon is a little north of 
west. This fact entails a great variety of light effects during the 
course of the day. The width of the canyon varies constantly, 
sometimes narrowing to little more than a hundred feet of churning 
water, sometimes widening to a quarter of a mile of forest and bloom- 
ing meadow. It should be noted also that the course of the river is 
much more contorted than the geological survey map would lead 
one to suppose. 

With provisions for four or five days in our knapsacks we left the 
main party at the Tuolumne Meadows and followea the south side of 
the river to the entrance of the canyon. The rough work began soon 
after we reached the point where Conness Creek enters from the 
north. Below the wonderful White Cascades, beside a magnificent 
trout pool that furnished a palatable contribution to our menu, we 
ate our first luncheon. That afternoon we encountered earthquake 
taluses overgrown with extraordinarily dense thickets and made com- 
paratively little headway. Opposite the entrance of Return Creek 
canyon the granite walls are very steep, with numerous abutments 
resembling giant towers in relief that lead the eye to dizzy altitudes. 
It was no doubt partially due to the extreme height of these stupend- 
ous canyon walls that we seemed unable to get past the entrance of 
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Return Creek. At everj turn of the narrow stream bed the beetling 
parapets were still loonimg above us. A never-to-be-forgotten night 
overtook our party on the edge of a series of magnificent, abruptly 
descending granite terraces over which the river plunged seven or 
eight hundred feet into unseen depths, a furious mass of roaring foam 
and spray. Under some daring pines at the edge of the precif)ice we 
built our camp fires and cooked our evening meal. A few minutes' 
use of rod and reel again sufficed to add to our menu a delicious 
entree of trout. Surroundings more abysmally grand it would have 
been hard to imagine. The sunset glow on the heights above, the 
witcherv of the firelight on pines and rocks, the reverberating thun- 
der of the river's batteries, the white glimmer of endless falls far down 
the canyon, the brilliance of the stars, the flutter and scream of wild 
creatures terrestrial and aerial, the far-flung shadows of lowering 
cliffs gliding through everj' gamut of form under the light of the rising 
moon — these and many other assets, in extraordinary measure, were 
among the features of that indescribable night. One can only imag- 
ine what reenforcement the imagination of Dante might have gained 
from the contemplation of scenes like these. But it was not diffi- 
cult to think of tne somber bard treading the giant stairways in the 
footsteps of Virgil. Yet a voice of antiquity a hundred thousand 
times remoter than tha*; of Dante or Virgil was speaking in the roar 
of water that rose from the gorge — the voice of the river grinding 
and chiseling still deeper the chasm at which it had labored for ages. 
The writer is penning these words in one of the most picturesque * 
parts of the Old World, where at morn and eve — 

The splendor falls on castle valla 
And snowy summits old in t..x)ry. 

But these skies, always overladen with moisture, do not furnish mate- 
rial for such goi^eous tapestries as the sun weaves' at dawn and sun- 
set on the crests of the Sierra Nevada. Nor have any ruins of the 
castled Rhine, perched never so loftily, appealed to my mind and 
imagination witn the sublime grandeur of Tuolumne Castle. Perhaps 
these comparisons are too subjective. Let them serve merely to 
emphasize from anothei^ point of view the stupendous height and 
massiveness of the Tuolumne^s rock fastnesses. Like those of the 
Grand Canyon of the Colorado, their appeal to the imagination is abso- 
lute without the legendary glory of dead robber barons. It is to be 
hoped that our Government will some time build a trail through this 
wonderland so that it may be made accessible to those who can not 
heed the call of the wild when it leads through and over such obstacles 
as we encountered on our further progress through the canyon. 
These obstacles, while not formidable to a seasoned mountaineer, 
bar out everyone who, besides experience in climbing, does not pos- 
sess a large measure of health and endurance. "What the character 
of the difliculties is has been sufficiently described by R. M. Price in a 

Srevious number of the Sierra Club Bulletin.** The writer therefore 
oes not deem it necessary to traverse this ground again. 
The second day we passed through what is probably the wildest 
and deepest part of the canyon. The river now had gone stark mad. 
One who has not seen the Tuolmnne during this part of its course 
would hardly deem a river capable of such acrobatic feats, such head- 

a The Upper Rhine. 6 Vol. I, No. 6. 
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long abandon. Its behavior is in large measure due to the unicjue 
character of the stream bed, composed of smooth, polished granite, 
and often inclined at an angle of 55 degrees. "With the friction 
reduced to a minimum, the water responds to the pull of gravity with 
an almost incredible momentum. Occasionally the stream in its 
descent dashes into a depression shaped like the bowl of a gigantic 
spoon, and on emerging soars heavenward in a majestic white column 
of spray. Here it resembles a great brilliantly white apron flapping 
in tne breeze, there it is some foam-born goddess of the Sierran 
wilderness seeking to disengage herself from a thousand yards of 
filmy lace. In one place a number of smaller spoon-like depressions 
on the surface of a snarply inclined plane produce the effect of half a 
4ozen beautiful ever-changing fountains that seem to shoot up 
through the swiftly gliding waters. The writer, with the approval 
of our party, would suggest the name ^* Fountain Cascade'' for this 
unique phenomenon. In some of the longer cascades the speed of 
the water, occasioned by the conditions described above, leads to 
other spectacular phenomena rarely or never seen elsewhere. Thus it 
happens not infrequently that the flying current impinges against a 
giant bowlder tossed into the channel by an earthquake, or against 
some well-buttressed ledge that successfully resists the impact of the 
river. The collision resembles nothing so much as an enormous 
explosion covered by a pall of misty smoke through which bombs of 
spray and fantastic water wheels are hurled with titanic energy. 
Even the rainbows spanning the tumult in brilliant ses^ments seem to 
break with every new shock of the rushing waters. The writer must 
confess to a great curiosity to see the river at such points in early 
spring, when it carries a double volume of water. The spectacle 
must be awe inspiring in the extreme. 

To those of us who thought the canyon more or less devoid of vege- 
tation the experiences of these days brought much enlightenment. 
While in many places it is a deep bowlder-choked gorge of bare granite, 
we found small forested areas throughout its course. Wherever ero- 
sion, glacial or post-glacial, has widened the floor of the canyon and 
permitted the accumulation of alluvium colonies of trees have estab- 
lished themselves. Many of these miniatufr' forests are wondrously 
beautiful in their setting of loftv cliffs and snowy cascades. Most of 
them have remained untouched by fire. Straight tapering boles of 
mighty sugar and yellow pines reach far up into the noonday twilight 
that reigns under their feathery arches. In the upper readies of the 
canyon the make-up of the tree societies is about the same as in 
Yosemite. The sugar pine, yellow pine, spruce, and incense cedar 
are the social magnates. Long stretches of the river's margin were 
found lined with dense hedges of azalea (Azalea Occident alis), whose 
magnificent bouquets of creamy, fragrant blossoms are a delight to the 
waj^farer and at least a partial compensation for tlie difficulties 
encountered in penetrating the thickets. The densest chaparral we 
encountered was a succession of azalea thickets in a part of the caiiyon 
known as ^^ Pate Valley.'' This is a very considerable expansion of the 
river gorge where Piute Creek enters from the north. In order to 
reach the river it was at times necessary to crawl through the thickets 
on hands and feet. The floor of the valley is comparatively flat and 
covered for a mile or more with an almost pure growth of young 
incense cedar. Of the many exquisitely beautiful heathworts that 



230 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BESERVOIR. 

flourish in'the Sierra Nevada the canyon exhibits a richly varied assort- 
ment, and in the grottoes about the falls and among the giant 
bowlders along the river's edge the bryologist doubtless would find an 
equally choice assortment of mosses and liverworts. We had to keep 
going so constantly that it was impossible to make any detailed 
observations. 

There were plenty of fresh and well-trodden deer paths. A number 
of herds must manage to make a prosperous living in the canyon. 
One morning early, m a dense thicket of incense cedar, the writer 
chanced upon a deer yard — a place where for months they had been 
accustomed to gather and rest during the day. Two fine specimens* 
were in possession. Evidently expecting some of their own kind, they 
tarried until they saw me emerging from the thicket, when they were 
off like arrows from the bow. fi seemed only too evident in Pate Val- 
ley that would-be sportsmen, in spite of wardens and regulations^ 
sometimes make murderous descents on them. During the night we 
spent in this valley a bear, attracted no doubt bv the smell of oacon^ 
paid us a friendly visit. When, awakened by the breaking of twigs, 
two of us sat up, he departed with a precipitateness that left nothing^ 
to be desired. Undoubtedly this part of the canyon is a rendezvous 
also for bears and cougars. The evidences of their presence were 
never hard to find, although they themselves managed to keep out of 
sight, forewarned by our necessarily somewhat noisy progress through 
the canjon. Coyotes were neither heard nor seen on this trip, but at 
Lake Tioga they made night hideous with their blood-freezing howls. 

As might be expected, the canyon is a good breeding place for 
rattlesnaKes. We encountered a large number. Most of tbem 
seemed shy and disinclined to give warning until attacked. I secured 
one specimen, a diamond rattler, with eleven rattles and one button. 
This Crotalus was the only one that disputed the rigl\t of way with me. 

On approaching the upper Hetch Hetchy Valley, during the fourth 
day's Climb, the vegetation of the canyon changed considerably. 
There was a large intermixture of scrubby oak, and open places fre- 
quently were covered with Rhus. We had descended from an altitude 
of 8,500 feet to an altitude of 4,000, and were entering upon the zone 
of foothill vegetation. The water of the river also had grown warmer 
and had lost something of its crystal clearness. Trout seemed to be 
less abundant and less inclined to take the fly. The river, checking^ 
the headlong momentum of its plunges over a thousand falls, began to 
loiter in immense pools that might have been taken for lakes. Enor- 
mous specimens of the California black oak, worthy of the traditions 
of Dodona, spread their shapely crowns against the horizon. On the 
sides of the canyon wherever taluses afforded a foothold the goldcup 
oak in scattered groves reared its noble arches. 

In the gloaming of the fourth day we reached the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and heard that the main party of the Sierra Club had just 
arrived and was encamping half a mile farther down the river, where 
we found a friendly reception the next morning. Relieved of 
anxiety about provisions, we made another meal of what we had left 
and slept the sleep of exhaustion and contentment under a large oak 
that in all the long years of its life probably never spread its boughs 
over such a party. 

Our clothing was mostly shreds and our shoes in not a few cases 
had to be excused from further service. But we had conquered the 
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canyon, hitherto traversed by only a few hardy explorers, and had 
brought with us a rich store of memories ; for our thoughts will long 
revert to these days of climbing over rocks and earthquake taluses, 
past beetle-browed cliffs and spray-beaten precipices; to pictures of 
meadows, riotous with bloom and deeply set in granite frames; to 
starry nights in woodlands so beautiful that the wanderer longs to 
linger there and forget the great busy world so far away. 



Smethport, Pa., January 6, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Permit me to enter my protest against the proposed 
•ant by the Interior Department of tne water right in the Hetch 
[etchy Valley to the city of San Francisco. If I am correctly in- 
formed as to the facts, the grant of this great water right by Com- 
missioner Garfield to the city without compensation, and in view of 
the fact that the city can obtain ample water supply from several 
other sources, is a serious mistake, if not an outrage. My belief is that 
the water right in said valley is of great value, and as the city can 
obtain ample water supply from other sources the transaction bears 
the suspicion that it is for the purpose of obtaining the water supply 
of this vaUey on account of its great commercial value. I trust that 
this grant will not be confirmed until after a very thorough investiga- 
tion Dy the Committee on Public Lands. 
Respectfully, yours, 

Thos. a. Morrison. 



Boston, Mass., January 6, 1909. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir: I am not a member of the Appalachian Mountain Club 
nor interested in any California water company; but I have looked 
into the Hetch Hetchy Valley question very thoroughly and feel that 
it will certainly be a great mistake to allow that vaUey to be used by 
any water company. 

I trust that you will do all in your power to oppose the passage of 
the bill under consideration. 

Yours, sincerely, Norton A. Kent. 



Smethport, Pa., January 6, 1909, 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: Permit me to enter my protest against the proposed 
grant by the Interior Department of trie water right in the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco. If I am correctly in- 
formed as to the facts, the grant of this great water right by Com- 
missioner Garfield to the city without compensation, and in view of 
the fact that the city can obtain ample water supply from several 
other sources, is a serious mistake, if not an outrage. My belief is 
that the water right in said valley is of great value, and as the city can 
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obtain ample water supply from other sources, the transaction bears 
the suspicion that it is for the purpose of obtaining the water supply 
of this valley on account of its great commercial value. I trust that 
this grant will not be confirmed until after a very throough investiga- 
tion by the Committee on the Public Lands. 
^ Respectfully, yours, 

Thos. a. Morrison. 



I ' 



New York City, January 7, 1909, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman of the Committee on Public Lands y 
^^ «*' i^. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: We have followed for several months the efforts of the 
city of San Francisco to secure the Hetch Hetchy Valley for the pur- 
pose of water storage, and we very respectfully urge upon you our 
conviction that this is unwise and unnecessary. 

It is unnecessary, in our opinion, because we believe that there are 
ample water-supply faciUties in otlier directions. With slight modi- 
fication this application of the city of San Francisco appears to be 
very much like efforts made in certain other parts of tne country 
with which we are familiar to secure water-storage faciUties on public 
property in utter disregard of the public's other rights in the property. 
We have seen the same thing attempted in New York State with 
xespect to the Adirondack forest preserve and with respect to the 
great Letchworth Park, which embraces the canyon and falls of the 
Genesee River at Portage, and in opposing these encroachments we 
have had the support of the strongest popular sentiment. We 
believe that a similar sentiment exists wath respect to the proposed 
encroachment upon the Hetch Hetchy Valley. Belonging as it does 
to the nation, both in fact and in sentiment, the general sentiment of 
the people at large is deserving of consideration. It would be unwise 
to take this large area for the purposes mentioned, for the reason that 
it would greatly disfigure the remarkable natural scenery, would 
t deprive the public of the unusual pleasure and health advantages of 
, the locaUty, and it would most likely create very unsanitary physical 
conditions on account of the fluctuating area of the surface of the 
. vater. 

We therefore most earnestly urge you to use your influence to pro- 
tect the Hetch Hetchy from this proposed encroachment, and not to 
give your consent to it, if at all, until every other reasonable source of 
water supply for the city of San Francisco has been availed of. 
Yours, reispectfully, 

George F. Kunz, President, 



Berkeley, Cal., January 8, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I wisli to protest against the granting of Hetch Hetchy 
Valley for a reservoir for San Francisco. The national parks should 
be kept for the whole nation, and not diverted from their original pur- 
pose tor the benefit of one city which has other sources of supply. 
Respectfully, 

M. H. Randall. 
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Chicago, III., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I learn that there is danger that the beautiful Hetch 
Hetchy Valley is in danger of destruction; that the Department of 
the Interior has already granted to San Francisco permission to use 
it for a reservoir. I can not understand such an attitude on their 
part. San Francisco is most fortunately situated in regard to water 
supply and can get it in abundance from many other sources. We 
have very few national parks; we should do all we can to preserve 
what we have, and especially parts so very lovely as this. I believe 
it is also charged that the private interests so noted in San Francisco 
are expected to get some benefit from this grant, from which the 
United States Government is to get nothing. This obviously looks 
queer to the uninitiated. T trust you will use every effort to preserve 
tnis important part, of the national park for us and for future gen- 
erations. 

Yours, truly, George S. Jackson. 

Chicago, III., January 9, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman of Committee on Puhlic Laruls. 

Dear Sir: I wish to urge upon you the desirability of the refusal by 
Congress to ratify the grant made by the Department of the Interior 
;iving to the city of San Francisco permission to convert the Hetch 
letchy Valley of Yosemite National Park into a reservoir. Accord- 
ing to army engineers and other experts, no less than 14 other 
sources are available for that city's water supply. It is therefore 
wholly unnecessary to allow the destruction of this valley, whicli fur- 
nishes one of the most beautiful and popular camping grounds in the 
country. 

Respectfully, Fred. O. Brown. 

Chicago, III., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washingtonj D. C. 

Dear Sir: It has been brought to my attention that there is a bill 
before Congress granting permission to convert the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley into a reservoir for the San Francisco water supply. 

As a citizen much interested in the preservation of the beauty spots 
of our country, I take the liberty of urging that this bill be not recom- 
mended nor passed unless it is shown to be absolutely necessary for the 
welfare of San Francisco (which I understand is not a fact) and unless 
some provision for compensation is inserted. 
Yours, verv tnily, 

James J. Forstall. 



Dorchester Center, Mass., 

January 9, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman House Committee on Public Lands j 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I trust I may be in season to register a most earnest 
protest against the surrender of any public lancj in any national park 
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and to urge that the flooding of the Hetch Hetchy Valley shall not be 
authorized unless its public necessity shall be absolutely demon- 
strated. 

I trust private chiims may be extinoruished by government pur- 
chase. 

Yours, tmly, W. A. Dyer. 

Chicago, III., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I am in receipt of a communication from my friend 
John Muir stating that the Hetch Hetchy Valley is threatened with 
destruction by the Department of the Interior; that the department 
has granted to the citv of San Francisco without compensation the 
right to flood the valley. I join Mr. Muir and his friends in pro- 
testing against this unnecessary destruction of our most famous park. 

Hamlin Garland. 



Chicago, III., January S, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C, 

Dear Sir: As a member of the Geographical Society of Chicago I 
desire to protest against the Department of the Interior granting per- 
mission to convert the Hetch Hetchy Valley into a reservoir and hope 
that you will do all that you can to prevent this being done. 
Yours, trulv, 

H. W. Thorf. 



New York, January 9, 1909, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

CTiairTnan House Committee on Public Lands, 

Washiiigton, D, C, 

Dear Sir: I have just received a certain circular from the Appa- 
lachian Mountain Club, asking that protests be sent to the Committee 
on Public Lands, in the Hetcn Hetchy Valley matter. 

I am a member of the club referred to, and a charter member of the 
Sierra Club. I have been for ten years in exploration work in Alaska. 
For ten years prior to that time I einployed myself nearly ever3r sum- 
iner in explormg and studying the Sierra Nevada Moimtains in the 
vicinity of the national parKs there. I have from time to time 
written much upon the subject. 

I led the first party of the United States Geological Survey through 
the region back of the Tuolumne River, and prior to this time I had 
made the first thorough exploration that was ever made of the canyon 
of that river above the Hetch Hetchy Valley, named its cliffs and falls, 
aiid took photographs of its principal scenic features. In collabora- 
tion with rrof. J. N. Le Conte, the modern exploring and mapping of 
the high Sierra, in this and the region south of it, was undertaken. 
This was before any systematic topographic work was done by the 
survey. 

I was born and have lived practicallv all my life in San Francisco, 
where I have practiced law, and I think I am generally familiar with 
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the needs of the city in relation to water and with the water supplies 
possible to that city in the coast range and the Sierras. 

To my mind there can be no question but that the use of the Hetch 
Hetchy as a reservoir site with the protection of a water shed, that 
would be necessary to prevent the contamination of the water, would 
cut out of the Yosemite National Park bodily the drainage basin of 
the Tuolumne. This basin, extending and including as it does the 
principal residual glaciers now left in the Sierras, is second only to the 
oasin of the Merced in scenic importance and value, if it is not, indeed, 
quite equal to the latter. 

While the Yosemite Valley is superior to the Hetch Hetchy. yet 
the region above and surrounding the Yosemite is, upon the wnole, 
inferior to that above and surrounding the Hetch Hetchy; and if it 
were left to me to destroy to the people one of these two basins, I 
should find it a very hard matter to decide whether to retain the 
Merced or the Tuolumne. Both the Yosemite and the Grand Canyon 
of the Tuolumne have their like in kind elsewhere in the Sierras, 
but as the Yosemite has not its like in degree in the Sierras, so it is 
that the Grand Canyon of the Tuolumne has not its like in degree in 
that range of moimtains, or elsewhere, as far as I know. And the 
canyon of the river is only one of the numerous features of the scenery 
of the drainage basin of the river that possess a true sublimity. 

If the sanitation of Sau Francisco depended in any important sense 
upon the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, it would unquestionably 
be wisdom to sacrifice the latter, but if otner water supplies could b!e 
obtained, even by the expenditure of a reasonable number of millions 
more than the Hetch Hetchy system would cost, then there can be 
absolutely no question as to the wisdom of the preservation of the 
Hetch Hetchy. 

I have read the literature upon this controversy, but I can not, of 
course^ undertake to adjudicate in my own mind the engineering and 
financial questions and issues that are involved in that controversy. 
I can only say that if it be decided that the advantage to the popula- 
tion of San Francisco of the Hetch Hetchy system is merely a matter 
of $25,000,000 or $50,000,000, that it would be mighty bad business 
for the Government or the State to condemn the Tuolumne water- 
shed in order to save this sum. 

T^je importance of the questions at issue with respect to the preser- 
vation of this important part of the Yosemite National Park — the 
greatest in the world — are such that the proposition just stated is a 
safe and solid one, and beyond all controversy amongst those of our 
citizens and statesmen, who are possessed of a just sense of the per- 
manent value to societv of the objects of nature. Many hundred 
million dollars worth of solid good will accrue to the people of this 
country if the drainage basin of the Tuolumne be maintained accessible 
to them permanently. 

I would add one more word with reference to the water supplies 
northward of the Tuolumne in the Sierras. 

For 200 miles to the north the upper zone of the Sierra is beautiful. 
The precipitation there is as great proportionately as in the Tuolumne 
and Merced regions, and the water supply is therefore proportionate. 
This upper zone or belt is, however, for the most part uninhabited. 
It is only here and there at remote distances that there are little 
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groups of inhabitants. The higher sources of any of the rivera 
immediately to the north would furnish an equally abundant water 
supply, and I understand it to be true (and you doubtless have the 
data before you) that such of these water rights as mieht be needed 
to be included in any large water system, and which are already 
owned and controlled, could easily be purchased or arrangements be 
made for the diversion of the water. 

Little, if any, contamination has taken place among the sources 
of these rivers, and the character of the land is such that none is 
likely to take place. I have no specific knowledge as to the possi- 
ble sources of a water system for San Francisco in the Coast Range, , 
but as to the Sierras I believe, from my knowledge of the subject- 
that so far as the natural conditions are concerned, there are several 
propositions open to the people of San Francisco which are equal or 
superior to that of the Hetch Hetchy. 

While it may be true that the committee has within its power 
the granting only of certain auxiliary rights in connection wdtn this 
water-supply project, yet you will probably agree with me that any 
arm of the Federal Government, because it is an arm of the Federal 
Government, is charged with a higher responsibility than is ordi- 
narily believed to attach to the government of the States and the 
mimicipalities, and for this reason I believe it to be the duty of the 
General Government to throw every possible obstacle in the way of 
private individuals who would bring about any usurpation of national 
resources for private ends. 

Until the question of public policy has been exhaustively investi- - 
gated, I am of the opinion that you should proceed with the greatest 
caution. 

Very truly, yours, Theo. S. Solomon. 



Chicago, III., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D, C 

Honorable Sir: The undersigned, some of whom have beea 
privileged to visit and enjoy the Yosemite and the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley in California, learn with much regret that Congress is asked 
to ratify the grant of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San 
Francisco for the use of this valley for water reservoir. 

We consider the Yosemite National Park, including the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley, one of the most beautiful spots in the world and an. 
inspiration to nature lovers, and believe that the people of the 
United States, as well as those of the State of California, are interested 
in the preservation intact of this wonderful pleasure groimd. 

Therefore we respectfully ask that you use your influence against 
the ratification of the proposed grant to the city of San Francisco. 
Yours, very truly, 

Arthur Huntley, Ernest Woltersdorf, Bozee W. Veias, 
John B. Chapman, B. A. Fessenden, Noble C. KJng, 
Chester C. Broomell, George A. Chritton, William 
T. Underwood, Fletcher B. Gibbs, Edward J. Scott, 
Leland A. Babcock, George W. Stockwell, Henriette 
E. Woltersdorf. 
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Kelly Hall, U. of C, January 10, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I desire to present a petition to save the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley of the Yosemite National Park. 

It is a place of beauty and should be kept a joy forever. The 
sacrifice of the beautiful region has not even the excuse of being 
necessary, since it is the testimony of experts that San Francisco 
can easily obtain an abundant water supply elsewhere. 

Hoping that this petition may be. effective in preserving to the 
people of the United States a very beautiful portion of their national 
pleasure groimd, 

I am, sincerely, Mary Anna Nicholas. 



Philadelphia, January 10, 1909, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands. 

My Dear Sir: I had not prepared myself on the merits of the 
Hetch Hetchy matter fully enough to enable me to answer the ques- 
tion whether there were other available sites for a reservoir than 
Hetch Hetchy. A quiet Sunday has enabled me to read with care the 
reports of Mr. Manson and Mr. Grunsky to the city of San Francisco, 
and I find, to my surprise, that it is frankly admitted that the Lake 
Eleanor watershed is alone sufficient for all needs of the city. I have 
therefore made a brief on these reports, which I will hurry into type 
in Boston on Monday and endeavor to nave in the hands of the com- 
mittee by Tuesday. I think it will be conclusive. Again thanking 
you for your courtesy and consideration, I am, 
1 ours, very truly, 

Edmund A. Whitman. 



Chicago, III., January 10, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Sir: I write to enter my protest as;ainst the destruction of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley, which is, I understand, about to be tiuned 
into a reservoir for the convenience cf the city of San Francisco. I, 
for one, protest in the name of the whole Barrett family. 
1 ours, respectfully, 

S. E. Barrett. 



Urbana, III., January 10, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: As Congress is to be asked to ratify the grant of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city cf San Francisco, in vipw of the 
fact that many other water supplies could be developed and so 
leave this valley as a park, as a voter I urge you to use your influence 
to the utmost to prevent this unnecessary and wanton destruction 
of the park. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. C. Adams. 
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Chicago, III., January 11, 1908. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Washingtonf D. C. 

Dear Sir: May I call your attention to the inclosed circular, 
because of the reasons underlined and because of personal knowledge 
of the reliability of the men redpenciled? I add my protest to the 
willful and wanton destruction of this part of the 'Tuolunme Valley 
for commercial or political ends. 

Sincerely, yours, . S. M. Hobson. 



Save the Hetch Hetchy Valley, 

To aU lovers of nature and scenery: 

The Hetch Hetchy Valley, one of the most beautiful vaUevs in the 
world, now the people's pleasure ground as a part of the i osemite 
National Park, is threatened with destruction. The Department of 
the Interior has granted to the city of San Francisco permission to 
convert it into a reservoir and Congress is asked to ratify the grant. 

You are urged to cooperate in preventing this gross violation of the 
people's rights by writing at once to one or n.ore of the following 
Congressmen at Washington: Hon. Frank Mondell, chairman oi 
Comm.ittee on the PubUc Lands; Hon. Philip Knopf, member of same, 
from Illinois; or your own Congressman or Senators. This grant 
should be prevented, for the following reasons: 

It is unnecessary. Few cities of the world are more favorably 
situated for water supply than San Francisco. United States Army 
engineers and other experts report that the present source of supply 
can be developed to three times the present consumption, and tnat 
no less than 14 other sources are easily available. 

It is destructive. The Hetch Hetchy Valley, with its swift Tuol- 
umne River winding through level meadows, is now a veritable Vale 
of Cashmere. Its situation makes it the focus of many trails, and it 
is the finest can' ping ground in the park, outside of the already 
-crowded Yosemite Valley. If dammed, as proposed, the entire floor 
would be submerged and the water backed up 7 miles and into the 
lower end of the Grand Canyon of the Tuolumne — fluctuating levels 
leaving unsightly margins of decaying vegetable matter. Not only 
do the San Francisco grantees propose to destroy the valley as a 
pleasure ground, but to exclude tne public, on the pretext of typhoid 
contan:ination, from the entire Tuolumne watershed, by far tne finer 
half of the Yosemite National Park. 

It is unfair. No rental whatsoever is asked by the Government 
for water rights valued by the grantees at over $10,000,000. The 
grant abandons this enormous water power, gives it away to the 
city and probably to predatory private interests, instead of using 
the revenue for park purposes. 

For these and other reasons members of the Chicago Geographical 
Societv, the Plavground Association, the Saturday Walking Club, 
and all whom tfiey can interest are urged to cooperate with the 
California Sierra Club and other public-spirited citizens in saving for 
the people a valley second only to the Yosemite in beauty and 
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grandeur. Read John Muir^s article in the January Century, and 
write or telegraph to above Congressmen at once. 

John Muir, President, 
J. N. Le Conte, 
E. T. Parsons, 
Wm. F. Bade, 
Harriet Monroe, 
Of the California Sierra Club. 

George A. Dorset, 

President Chicago Geographical Society. 

Frederick Greeley, 
President Chicago Playground Association, 

Alex. M. Wilson, 
DwiGHT H. Perkins, 
Wm. S. Monroe, 
Graham R. Taylor, 
Of the Saturday Walking Club. 



January 11, 1909. 

We, the undersigned, agree fully with the facts set forth in this 
<arcular, and protest against the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a 
reservoir for supplying San Francisco with water. 

May L. Hunt, Reginald Hunt, Bertha S. Armbruster, 
Stella R. Cottrell, Barbara H. Sleight, Georgina 
Belfry, Bertha L. Banning, I. M. Gano, S. A. Yorke, 
Emily L. Wallenberg, Marie Louise Bosye, Edith H. 

LOUCKS. 



Chicago, III., January 11 ^ 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of January 7, in regard to House Joint resolution 184. 

Permit me to say that I have camped both in Hetch Hetchy 
Valley a'hd in Hog llanch, for which I am informed the resolution 
proposes to exchange the valley. Hog Ranch is of no scenic value 
whatever — ^just ordinary grazing property — while the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley is one of the most beautiful bits oi wilderness in the world — a 
veritable Vale of Cashmere. The proposed exchange is about as 
equitable as an exchange, acre for acre, of property on lower Broad- 
way for a patch of farm land. 
Yours, very truly, 

Harriet Monroe. 



Chicago, January 11, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As a citizen interested in the preservation of our natural 
resources, and especially those which have great scenic beauty, I write 
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to protest against the proposed grant to the city of San Francisco of 
any or all of the Hetch Hetchy \ alley for use as a reservoir or for any 
otner purpose. As 1 am informed by persons who know the situation 
and in whom I have the utmost coniidence, the grant is unnecessary, 
and most of all it is an undertaking to present to San Francisco without 
pay what they could obtain elsewhere at a reasonable price. 

With the hope that you will see your way clear to oppose the bill 
asking for the grant, I am, 

Yours, respectfully, W. A. Puset. 



Chicago, Janunry 11 ^ 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands y 

Washington^ D, C. 

Dear Sir: Having heard of the proposed granting of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco, to be used as a reservoir, 
and as a citizen who is deeply interested in the preservation of our 
national forests and parks, for the use of the general public, I cer- 
tainly wish to register my protecst against this proposed action. 

It would certainly seem as though there must be other sources 
for water supply, which would be ample and feasible, without taking 
this valley wnich is a part of the Yosemite Park. I believe that we 
have too few natural parks now remaining that can be reserved for 
the people of the whole nation, and as such parks will be of inestima- 
ble value in the not far-distant future, it would certainly seem that 
they should not be sacrificed to any individual interest, or to the 
interest of anv city or State even, as they are reserved for a national 
park for the benefit of the whole nation, and the nation as a whole 
will certainly derive greater profit and pleasure from them many times 
over than they would furnish any one city. 

I certainly hope that your committee will not allow this proposed 
grant of the Hetch Hetcliy Valley £o be made to San Francisco, but 
will continue to keep it as part or the Yosemite Park. 

I feel that I am voicing what w^ould be the sentiment of a vast 
majority of the people of the United States if they were given the 
opportunity to express themselves on the question, and I trust 
enough protests will be received by your committee as will warrant 
you in not taking the proposed action. 
Very respectfully, 

E. J. Holden. 



Fort Myers, Fla,, January 11 ^ 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir: I beg to call your attention to the proposed scheme to 
construct a reservoir in the beautiful Hetch Hetchy Valley, in the 
Yosemite National Park, California, thus causing the destruction of 
many grand and valuable trees. The San Francisco authorities are 
exceedinglv anxious to secure the above-mentioned valley, because a 
dam for tne reservoir could be there constructed at comparatively 
small expense; but we, who are imbued with the forestry spirit and 
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are anxious to conserve what remain to us of our magnificent wood- 
lands, trust to find in you a militant sympathizer, and therefore entreat 
you to exert all your influence to defeat the proposed scheme. 
Respectfully, yours, 

Mrs. William Hanson, 
On Forestry Committee of Florida Federation of Womenti Olubff. 



De ELalb, III., January 12, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Catmnittee on Fuhlw Lands y 

Washington, 1). ('. 

Dear Sir: I wish to enter a protest against the action taken by the 
Department of the Interior in granting to San Francisco the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley as a reservoir site. It is wicked. Ihis valley must 
be saved. 

Very truly, Marion Weller, 

Head Department of Geography and Geology, 



C'Hicago, Jannnry Ig, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairmun Committee on Public lAinds. 

Dear Sir: It has come to my attention that the Iletch Hetchy 
Valley, and a part at present of the Yosemite Valley, is likely to ble 
converted into a reservoir for the city of San Francisco, if Congress 
ratifies the grant. 

I would earnestly urge you to use your influence against this meas- 
ure, that it may be kept in all its beauty, the like of which there are 
already too few in the United States. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

A. Esther Butts, 
Principal S. P. Chxise School, Chicago. 



Columbia, Mo., January 12, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir. Will you allow me to ask a very serious consideration 
before the Hetch Hetchy Valley is granted for water purposes to 
the city of San Francisco? 

That city has plenty of other sites available, and such a scheme, if 
enacted into law, would permanently impair one of the finest bits of 
nature now left to us. 

Very truly, yours, 

F. V. Emerson. 

Chicago, January 12, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public iMnds, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am reliably informed that there are serious objections 
to the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a water supply basin for San 
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Francisco and that a protest to you at this time may save this beautiful 
stretch of scenery for a pubUc park. 

As one interested in the preservation of spots of natural beauty 
throughout the countrv, I am taking the Uberty of writing to urge 
that you use your influence to preserve this valley to the pubfic 
domam. 

Very respectfully, Alexander M. Wilson, 

General Superintendent. 



CincAGO, January 12, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C 

My Dear Sir: As an American citizen, a lover of the wildwood, 
I vigorously protest against the destruction of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley in California. As the Yellowstone National Park is preserved 
for the' people forever, so must the Yosemite National Park, \\ith its 
glorious Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

I beg of you, in your ollicial capacitv, to do all you can to preserve 
that great camping, that great health-giving spot for the people 
forever. \*'\ • 

Resi)ectfully, Mode Wineman. 



M^' The University of Chicago, January 13, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands. 

F Dear Sir: I write to add my protest to the proposed use of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley for a reservoir for the city ot San Francisco. 
This beautiful valley should be preserved as a national playground 
and its unnecessary spoliation would be a great deprivation to the 
people who now enjoy its beauty, and also to those who are to come, 
\t. ^ Yours, respectfully,] ^ ,j ^i/h ►. | 

Bertha Payne. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 27, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 
l^v ^Ya^hington, D, C 

W Dear Sir: Permit me to express my emphatic protest against the 
use of Hetch Hetchy Valley for reservoir purposes for reasons well 
known to you and your honorable committee. 
Very truly, 

Oscar Maureb. 



Berkeley, Cal., December 27, 1908. 
Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Wa^shington, D. C 

^ Dear Sir: I wish once more to express my emphatic protest 
against the use of Hetch-Hetchy Valley for reservoir purposes since 
an ample supply of water can be secured from other sources. 
: Verytliiiy, 

Oscar Mauber. 
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Berkeley, Cal. 
Hon. S. C. Smith. 

Dear Sir: I have been in our beautiful Hetch Hetchy Valley and 
I strenuously protest against its being sacrificed for a water supply 
for San Francisco. • 

Very truly, 

May V. Gray. 



PniLADKLPHiA, Pa., December 29, 1908. 
Hon. W. F. Englebright, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Addressing you as one of the gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 1 herewith respectfully beg to register my 
Srotest against the granting of the proposed water right in the Hetch 
[etchy Valley to the city of San Francisco. 

Writer protests as a patriotic American citizen who sees no justice 
in sacrificing this splendid national property for the pecuniary 
benefit of any one community, especially wnen such a grant is in no 
way necessary, as could be, I believe, easily proved by a committee 
of noninterested and impartial citizens. 

Writer has traveled extensivelv over the countries of the world, 
and has viewed at times, I must confess with some envy, the won- 
ders of nature which foreign countries offer to American tourists. 

We, too, have our own natural scenery to offer to the gaze of the 
world, among w-hich is the Hetch Hetchy, which might well make 
any true and loyal American's blood tingle with pride. 

Sir, may we develop these things; not destroy them. May we 
live down our national reputation of commercialism. God has 
granted us these masterpieces of His handiwork; may we and our 
posterity enjoy them. 

Writer feels that when this matter is carefully considered by you, 
you will be guided by those loftier motives which I am proud to 
think most of our National Representatives are always guided by. 

I have the honor to be, 

Yours, respectfully, Wm. H. Jarden, Jr. 



Hon. S. C Smith, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I hereby protest against the proposed damming of the 
Hetch Hetchy for the purpose of supplying fean Francisco with water, 
because it is not necessary, and because it would ruin one of the most 
beautiful spots in the United States. 

I beg vou to beUeve that such is the sentiment of most of our 
people w&o know anything of the matter, and to use your advantages 
m killing this very objectionable measure. 
A^ry truly, yours, 

Homer P. Earle, 
Of Los Angeles High School, 
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The Water Supply of San Francisco, Cal. 

Hv C. E. Grunsky, member of the Technical Society of the Pacific Coaat. 

[Read before the society Au£:ast 28, 1908.] 

Very early in his (•onnection with the affairs of San Francisco the 
writer reached the conclusion that the waterworks of the city should 
be municipallv owned and that the waterworks as now in service 
should form the nucleus of the municipally owned system. Without 
reviewing the entire water-supply question, a few remarks on this 
phase of San Francisco^s water-supply problems may be acceptable 
to the society and may also be of some service to the municipality. 

It must be remembered, in the first place, that under the consti- 
tution of the State of California it is made the duty of the board of 
supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco to fix water 
rates — that is to say, to fiLx the maximum permissible rates — which 
are to remain in force for one year and no longer. These rates^ 
according to law, as interpreted by the courts, must be such that 
they will yield a reasonable return on the value of the properties in 
actual use. No one has yet laid down a rule, acceptable to both 
municipality and water company, that can be followed in the deter- 
mination of the value which should be made the basis of the rate 
fixing. There is great divergence of opinion as to the items .that 
should be included in a valuation and as to the weight that should 
be given to different methods of valuation. The boards of super- 
visors have at times been under suspicion of favoring the water 
company by fixing rates high; at other times the rates established 
have been so unsatisfactory to the water company that the courts 
have been resorted to for relief. The annual recurrence of pro- 
ceedings for fixing rates is a great embarrassment to any public- 
service corporation. It makes the profits of the business more or 
less uncertain, particularly as injustice may result from ignorance, or 
prejudice, or from failure of the legislator to appreciate the high 
moral obligation of being just to the public-service corporation as 
well as to the people. It is not surprising under this system of fixing 
rates annually that the public-service corporation should have been 
suspected at times of pernicious political activity or of attempts to 
bribe public officials. 

It would be better if rates subject to review by the courts were 
fixed for longer periods than one year. Five years would seem a 
reasonable time tor which to assure an income that will encourage 
the maintenance of good service. In every case of rate fixing full 
consideration should be given to the facts that called the public- 
service corporation into being, it being generally true that the 
municipality was in need of the service rendered and was not ready 
to undertake the construction of municipal works, but was dependent 
upon private enterprises, which often involved unusual business 
hazard. This situation is very different from that occasionally pre- 
sented of a rival concern, duplicating established works, perhaps 
forcing a combination, but at any rate neing in the field only oecause 
the prospect of a profit was good. 

Under the law as it stands the water company is slow to expand 
its works. New sources of supply are added only under the com- 
pulsion of dire necessity, and sources of water of doubtful reliability 
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are continued in service as long as the municipality will tolerate 
them. The present status in San Francisco can not oe maintained 
indefinitely. Either assurance must be given to the water com- 
pany that it may continue to do business on a fair basis or the city 
must acquire waterworks. The first steps on the Jatter course have 
already been taken; the supervisors have declared their intention to 
acquire waterworks and have asked for propositions to sell estab- 
lished works to the city. 

THE CITY engineer's PRESENTATION OF THE PROBLEM IN SUCCESSIVE 

REPORTS. 

As city engineer from 1900 to 1904, it was the duty of the writer 
to investigate the sources of water from which San Francisco might 
be adequately supplied. Section 1 of article 12 of the charter of the 
city and county of San Francisco provides: 

Within one year from the date upon which this charter shall go into effect, and at 
least every two years thereafter untU the object expressed in this provision shall 
have been fully attained, the supervisors must procure through the city engineer 

Slans and estimates of the actual cost of the original construction and completion by 
le city and county of waterworks ♦ * ♦ and such other public utilities as the 
aopervisore or the people by petition to the board may designate. 

Acting under instructions of the board of supervisors and of the 
board of public works, a progress report was submitted by the writer 
on the water-supply investigation under date of August 12, 1901. 
(Municipal reports of San Francisco, 1900-1901.) The following 
fxtracts from that report relate to the possibility of making the 
works of the Spring Valley Water Company a part of any munici- 
pally owned waterworks. 

The combination of some new project having its source of supply in the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains, with the established system, is a possibility whicn may ultimately 
come up for consideration, because the most available near-by storage is already 
utilized. The Spring Valley Waterworks has occupied the most available sites for 
receiving and Eervice reservoirs, and has an established distributing system and an 
established business. 

There is no reason why these advantages should not be recognized and why the city 
should not avail itself thereof if suitable financial arrangements [terms] can be made 
[agreed upon]. 

For the present, however, as a basis for a cost estimate of waterworks, it is necessary 
to proceed on the assumption that a new and independent system is required, and the 
various projects are considered primarily from this standpoint. Should a combination 
with the established system be found advisable, then tne main alteration will relate 
to conduit capacity, as it would, in such event, not be necessary to at once put into 
service two pipe lines, each with a (rapacity of 30,000,000 gallons per day — a single 
pipe line would suffice. The pipe line would not terminate in San Francisco, but at 
Crystal Springs Reservoir. 

It is desirable that the combined sources of water supply for this city should be 
capable of yielding ultimately at least 120,000,000 gallons per day, and that anv source 
of supply now to be utilized, or an extension of the established system, should place 
at least 60,000,000 gallons of water per day at the disposal of the city, and that the 
capacity of waterworks should be such as to deliver this amount of water to the city 
at the outset. Any new source to be combined with the established system should be 
capable of yielding at least 30,000,000 gallons per day and a possible expansion to 
90.000,000 gallons is desirable. 

Under an operation of the Spring Valley Waterworks, in conjunction with a 
Sierra supply, a better water than now furnished is to be anticipated, because the 
peninsula reservoirs could be kept full and ill-effects of low-water stages with exposed 
flat mai^nal areas would be minimized. * * * 

Waterworks now acquired or constructed by the municipality should serve the 
city for all time. They should be such that other works witn Sierra Nevada sources 
of supply can, whenever required, be combined with them. 
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On July 28, 1902, a final report was submitted by me as city engi- 
neer on the Tuolumne River project for supplying water to San Fran- 
cisco. (Municipal reports of San Francisco, 1903-4.) The following 
quotations are from that report: 

This project is submitted in compliance with directions of the board of public 
works as authorized by the board oi supervisors under charter requirements. It i» 
not to be inferred, however, that the city engineer desires to recommend in submitting 
this report and a cost estimate, the original construction of an entirely independent 
waterworks system as here outlined. 

It must be manifest that such procedure would render valueless certain properties 
of the Spring Valley Waterworks now used in supplying water to this city. As some 
of these properties can be incorporated in the proposed system to advantt^, no other 
conclusion can be reached than that the interests of the city and of the Spring Valley 
Waterworks are mutual — to have the established works in part, at least, retained in 
service, and to have the new works supplement thatpart of the Spring Valley Water- 
works system which can be thus retained in use. Tnis fact should not be lost sight 
of in negotiating for the established works as required by law. 

Enough has been said to show that there is no more available source of supply of 
first quality water with which to supplement the supply of the Spring Valley Water- 
works than that herein reported upon. Treated from the standpoint of a supple- 
mental supply, however, it should be remembered that the delivery of surplus water 
would then be into Crystal Springs reservoir instead of into a new reservoir at Belmont, 
and that a single pipe line with a capacity of 30,000,000 gallons per day would fully 
meet all immediate requirements. ♦ ♦ * 

The city distributing system would come into use without modification, except 
the placing of larger mains in some sections of the city to insure the best possible fire 
protection and the construction of new reservoirs and tanks and an improvement of 
the pumping facilities. It is thought that an expenditure of $1,000,000 in betterments 
of this kind would be at once justified if the Spring Valley Waterworks supply were 
augmented by a supply from me Sierra Nevada Mountains, and that about $500,000 
would cover the cost of the receiving reservoir at the House of Refuge lot and its 
service mains. • 

The appraisements made from time to time of the value of the Spring Valley Water- 
works properties, as a basis for fixing water rates, may serve as a preliminary guide in 
determining the financial aspect of such a combination system. 

Should it be carried out, then the conditions under which the near-by sources serve 
can be materially improved. The Crystal Spring Reservoir and Lake Merced can be 
filled with Sierra Nevada water and kept full. The former will be drawn upon only 
to the extent of the annual yield or even less, so that less variation in quality of water 
than at present is to be anticipated. 

The availability of various sources of water for use in San Francisco 
after discussion l>y the writer as city engineer in the reports already 
referred to of August 12, 1901, and of July 28, 1902, was further 
dealt with in a report dated November 24, 1902. (Municipal reports 
of San Francisco, 1903-4.) Extracts from this report relating to 
the Spring Valley Waterworks follow: 

The essential facta relating to the Spring Valley Waterworks nystem and itt« sources 
of supply have already been pre-onted in the progress report of 1901. These estab- 
Hshed works can not be ignored when an earnest move is made toward the acquisitioQ 
by the city of municipal waterworks. In their entirety they are comparable with 
the other projects that are or have been under consideration. 

No propo>'al has been submitted for a sale of the properties of the Spring Valley 
Waterworks or any portion thereof to the city, and no definite projw't for the acouisi- 
tion thereof has yet been formulated. Such a project would necessarily differ 
materially in some of the most in^porUint features of waterworks from the other 
projects under discussion. In the fir.-t place, the works have the advantage of bein^ 
already constructed and in actual use. They are supplying between 25,000,000 and 
30,000J000 gallons of water per day. Their distributing system, which, with its 400 
mile^ of pipe, reaches every important establishment in the city, and from w^hich 
.some 50,000 private services are supplied, will either come into use i^dth some other 
project, or it must be practically duplicated in case that it be not made a part of the 
m'unicipal system. Other portions of their works, even though their water sources 
be ignored, would still be valuable to safeguard the supply from distant soiures. In 
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the Becond place the sources of water utilized by the Spring Valley Waterworks are 
near at home. The advantage of short lines of conduits is in a laige measure, however, 
offset by the disadvantage of widely scattered works and the necessity for taking un- 
usual precautions to prevent the pollution of the waters. In the third place, these 
works can be acquired only after n^^tiation with present owner^^ and agreement 
upon a price. 

« « « « * * « 

It appears from what has been said in the foregoing pages and the earlier reports 
herein referred to that the Spring Valley Waterworks system, to the extent of its 
capacity, ranks first in the reliability of ser\4ce; that tne Tuolumne River project 
ranks highest in the quality and quantity of water; that in the matter of first cost to 
the city, the advantage should be in favor of the Spring A'^alley system (a sale at a 
fair price is to be assumed). 

It is to be added that in the matter of operation it remains uncertain which system, 
the Tuolumne River project or the Spnng Valley Waterworks, would have the 
advantage — the probability being in favor of the newer system. 

Under a combination of these two projects, only a part of the Spring Valley Water- 
works properties would be required. Whether sucn combination would prove of 
advantage to the city can not well be determined in advance of an agreement upon 
the price at which tne necessary parts of the established system could be acquired. 

On the occasion of a farewell banquet tendered by citizens of San 
Francisco to the writer upon his appointment as a member of the 
Panama Canal Commission, he foimd opportimity to say in reference 
to the water supply of San Francisco: 

San Francisco is the only city of its size in the United States which does not own its 
waterworks. 

There is no question in my mind that waterworks municipally owned would be 
well managed, would enable a reduction of water rates for the same service rendered, 
and would enable the city to provide for its inhabitants the best and purest water 
obtainable from any source. 

Balf a century is but a short time in the life of a city. Looking into the future fifty 
years, we see in place of our present city a magnificent metropolis — the upf)er end of 
our peninsula from bay to ocean densely covered with buildings; the })opu]ation 
increased to over one million; Oakland, Berkelev, and Alameda clamoring to become 
a part of San Francisco, if they have not already been made a part thereof; and for 
this city of the future it is now time to plan the waterworks, nothing being so essential 
to the health and comfort of the inhabitants as an abundant supply of pure water. 

In thus looking ahead, it has become apparent to tho.se who have carefully studied 
the matter that the ultimate source of supply for our water must be in the high Sierra 
Nevada Mountains. The steps that have been taken to secure water from these 
mountains is known to all and need not !>e repeated. Legislation is now pending in 
Congress which may give to San Francisco the source of supply which comes nearest 
to being ideal. Whether the project for municipal waterworks based upon such a 
source must be carried out at once as an independent project or whether the same 
must be combined with the present svstem is the question which will, in the near 
future, confront the people of this city; but whatever the source of the water, the water- 
works should be municipally owned. The sooner this is brought about the better for 
the city. Until then tne annual trouble and annoyance of fixing the rates to be 
charged by private corporations will continue, and ill feeling will be engendered 
between municipal autnorities and the officers of the water corporation, and the 
service can not be expected to be such as would be rendered under munici]>al 
ownership. 

No private corporation can ever do as well for the public aj long as its efforts are 
being continually discredited and ita income is uncertain, as could )>c done by a com- 
petent water department of the municipality. Of all questions reliuinj? to municipal 
ownership of public utilities, none is of such importance, none fio urgently pressing, as 
that of the ownership of the waterworks. The obstacle^ which at the j^re^ent time seem 
to be in the way of securing from the federal authorities the reservoir rights of way in 
a forest reservation, as asked for, are probably not as great as appears on the surface. 
The main opposition comes apparently from the irrigation districts which are depend- 
ent upon water from the Tuolumne River. These districts are not now in a position 
financially to increase the flow of water into their canals by means of storage in the 
high mountains. They look forward, however, to the time when the increasing a.T(^ 
under cultivation, the increasing demand for water which will be necessary for irriga- 
tion, will make storage in the high mountains desirable. These districts at the present 
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time look with alarm upon the taking of any water from the Tuolumne River for the 
benefit of San Francisco. As a matter of fact, however, the water to be taken by 
San Franciflco is not water which would be of any benefit to the districts, being only 
a small portion of the waste flood waters of the river which now flow unused to the sea. 
San Francisco would, then, be depriving the districts of nothing except merely of 
the opportunity to store water for their own use when the time for such storage shall 
have come, in those two particular reservoir sites for which San Francisco has made 
application. To these reservoir sites San Francisco has as good a right aa any person 
or any other section of the State. San Francisco has madfe the first application for 
them and San Francisco must take every step necessary from time to time to protect 
her rights and to be allowed to use these storage sites for the impounding of water if 
such storage be ever permitted in the forest reservation. But the flood waters im- 

gounded when the storage works shall have been completed will for many jrears — 
"om a quarter to half a century — ^be far in excess of the amount actually required to 
supply the needs of San Francisco and her inhabitants. 

Tnere will be a large surplus of water in the reservoirs, and this surplus can be 
liberated at times when it will be of greatest benefit to the lands in San Joaquin Valley 
upon both sides of Tuolumne River requiring irrigation. It is to be anticipated that 
in these irrigated districts the soils will gradually become saturated with water, and 
after a numbeF of years the water requir^ per acre irrigated will gradually decrease. 
At the same time the districts will be decreasing their bonded indebtedness and the 
time will come when they will feel financially able to carry out storage works of their 
own, and then they, like San Francisco, will be compelled to apply for the privilege 
of utilizing storage sites in the forest reservation. 

When this situation is thoroughly understood by the irrigation districts, instead of 
opposition, San Francisco should receive their help. 

The more thoroughly the available sources of water supply are investigated the more 
it will become apparent that the solution of the water question lies along the lines 
that have been indicated and that the time has come for determining to what extent 
the established waterworks are to enter into the ultimate water supply project. I 
trust that the day may not be far distant when the municipal ownership of water- 
works will be an accomplished fact. 

AOQUiKiNG CONTROL OF THE RESERVOIR SITES ON Tl'OLUMNE RIVER. 

Among the sites for the storage of water in the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains which have been examined and reported upon by the engi- 
neers of the I'nited States Geological Survey are Lake Eleanor and the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. Both of these reservoir sites are in the water- 
shed of Tuolumne River. The latter is on the main stream. Writing 
of this reservoir site in the twenty-first annual report of the Geological 
Survey, Mr. J. B. Lippincott, of I^os Angeles, then the assistant in 
charge of the hydrographic work of the survey in California says: 

The valley proper is about 3J miles long and of a width varyinpj from one-quarter 
to three-quarters of a railc. The rugged granite walls, crowned with domes, towers, 
spires, and battlements, seem to rise almost perpendicularly upon all sides to a 
height of 2,500 feet above this beautiful ciiitrald meadow. * * * It was viaitedin 
May when the snows on the glacier meadows on the higher altitudes were rapidly 
melting, and the river was bank full and overflowing the lower part of the valley. 
The water is hore dammed up, owing to the narrow outlet between high mountains 
of granite rock. 

The Tuolumne River, as a source of water for San Francisco, with 
Lake Eleanor and Iletch Iletchy Valley as reservoir sites, was inves- 
tigated preliminarily and reported upon by the city engineer in 1900. 
In January, 1901, the first step was taken toward acquiring reservoir 
rights of way in the watershed of Tuolumne River. The following 
extracts are from a communication addressed by the writer, at that 
time cit}'' engineer, to the board of pul)lic works, under date of Jan- 
uary 23, 1901. 

.The water supply inve.sti«j^ation ha« been advanced sufficiently to justify the con- 
clusion that San Francisco will ultimately be in need of a source of water from the 
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Siem Nevada Mountains either with or without the utilization of the eBtabliehed 
works and nearer sources. Preliminary examinations demonstrate the practicability 
of bringing in a supply from such a source. 

Under tiiese circumstances the acquiring of the necesnary water rights and storage 
facilities should not be overlooked. They should be secured as opportunity offers to 
the end that when the time comes works may be established adequate to meet the 
future needs of this citjr. 

To prevent certain privileges and rights that may be of vital importance from falling 
into tne hands of speculators, private individuals, or private corporations adverse to 
the interests of this city, and as the regulations of the Department of the Interior pei^ 
mit the filing of applications and the setting apart to individuals or corporations of 
reservoir sites in the public domain, application should at once be made to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to set apart for the use of this city the 11 etch Hetchy Valley and 
Late Eleanor reservoir sites. 

Applications for the reservoir rights of way here suggested were 
necessary because, although in each case some of the reqi ired land 
was in private ownership, both of the dam sites are on the public 
domain and some govermnent land would be flooded by the con- 
struction of dams. The right to use land for the reservoirs and the 
right to erect dams could oe granted only by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The first steps that were taken in this matter could not be made 
public without endangering the success of a movement for Tuolumne 
Kiver water. Under joint action of the board of public works and 
the mayor, James D. Phelan, the city engineer was authorized to 
include in th<5 surveys on the Tuolumne River such right-of-way 
descriptions at Lake Eleanor and in Iletch Hetchy Valley as were 
requisite in making formal application for the reservoir sites. 

It was found upon inquiry that there was no precedent for an 
application by a municipality for a right of way in a national forest 
reservation. The advice received in the matter was that it would 
be safer to let an individual make the application and to let rights 
acquired thereunder be subsequently assigned to the city. This 
procedure had the advantage, too, that it obviated the necessity for 
publishing the intent of the. citv to apply for rights that wore appar- 
ently to be had for the asking. Interference with speculative 
interests was thereby in all probability avoided. Mayor Phelan was 
obviously the proper person to make the application, but he had to 
do it as a private citizen. Subsequently, he made a complete transfer 
to San Francisco of all rights that might be acquired under his appli- 
cation. What Mayor Plielan did in this matter is what was asked 
of him by the city engineer and by the membt^rs of the board of 
public works. It is no more ancl no less than would have been 
expected of any other mayor. 

The surveys were so far advanced that in October, 1901 , an appli- 
cation could be made for the two reservoir sites, and the necessary'- 
papers were filed in the Stockton land office. More than a vear 
elapsed before word was received from Washington that the applica- 
tion for both rights of way had been ejected on the ground that the 
law made it obligatory upon the Secretary of the Interior to preserve 
the natural wonders in national parks. The city was advised by 
the Secretary of the Interior that congressional action would be 
necessary to make the utilization of the two sites possible. The 
usual opportunity for requiesting a review of the decision was, how- 
ever, given to the city. A review was granted and the city, through 
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its city attorney and its city engineer, presented its case to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in March and April, 1903. 

Until this time there had been no opposition manifest to the acqui- 
sition of water rights and reservoir sites by the city, although there 
had been no attempt to conceal the city's purpose after the applica- 
tion for reservoir rights of way had been filed. 

In July, 1901, notices of claims to w^ater had been posted in Tuo- 
lumne County and filed for record in the name of Mr. Phelan; in 
October, 1901, the fiUng in the land office was made and under date 
of July 28, 1902, the city engineer submitted a report on the Tuolumne 
River water-supply project. In this report full explanation of the 
right-of-way applications was made. The matter had also received 
more or less attention by the newspapers. 

At the hearing in Washington it developed, however, that the 
Spring Valley Waterworks were represented by their manager in 
opposition to the city^s application. Representation was made by 
him, not only that the city did not need to go to the Sierra Nevada 
for water, but that the water of the Tuolumne River could not be 
used by San Francisco without detriment to a large farming com- 
munity which would ultimately require all the water of the river. 
At this hearing it also became apparent that the two irrigation dis- 
tricts had suddenly been awakened to a beUef that the proposed 
water storage by San Francisco was a serious menace to the prosperity 
of the districts. So recent was this awakening that it was manifested 
by telegraphic communications from each of the two attorneys of 
the districts to the Secretary of the Interior. 

It developed at this hearing, too, that the long time which 
had elapsed since the city filed its application had given private 

Sarties the opportunity to make surveys and file or offer for 
ling a rival appUcation for the Lake Elleanor reservoir site. Mr. 
WilUam Hammond Hall appeared as the representative of 
persons whom he would not name, and made the point that the 
city had forfeited rights to priority in the matter of Lake Eleanor 
because it was disclosed by the cost estimate and general plans of 
the proposed works for utilization of Tuolumne River water that 
Lake Eleanor was not to be included as a part of the Tuolumne 
River project. The city needs both sites and no other conclusion 
is possible from a reading of the city engineer's reports than that the 
only question was the order in which they should be brought into use. 
The fact that a Lake Eleanor dam was not projected for immediate 
construction is no evidence that the same was eliminated from con- 
sideration as an essential ultimate requirement. The immediate con- 
struction of both reservoirs was not recommended for financial 
reasons. 

The review of the Secretary of the Interior's decision did not lead 
to any modification thereof. The first conclusion that he could not 
grant the remiired privilege to San Francisco without leorislation was 
confirmed. But the matter was not allowed to drop. The President 
and Compress were memorialized, and bills were introduced providing 
for a grant to San Francisco of the necessary lands at l>oth reservoir 
sites. 
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The situation at this time is clearly set forth in the memorial 
adopted by the board of supervisors, on January 4, 1904, which is 
as follows : 

The board of supervisors of the city and county ol San Francisco respectfully pre- 
sents the following memorial to the rresident and Congress of the United States: 

Whereas, under the provisions of the constitution of the State of California, "the 
use of all water now appropriated, or that may hereafter be appropriated, for sale, 
rental, or distribution, is * * * declared to be a public use, and subject to the 
r^iilation and control of the State, in the manner to be prescribed by law;" and the 
civil code of the State, in para^phs 1410, 1411, 1413, and 1414, declares — 

"The right to the use of running water flowing in a river or stream, or down a canyon 
or ravine, may be acquired by appropriation: 

"The appropriation must be for some useiul or beneficial purpose, and when the 
appropriator or his successor in interest ceases to use it for such a purpose the right 
ceases; 

"The water appropriated may be turned into the channel of another stream and 
mingled with its water, and then reclaimed; but in reclaiming it the water appro- 
priated by another must not be diminished; 

"As between appropriators, the one first in time is the first in right;" 

Whereas it has become manifest that the water supply of this city must sooner or 
later be increased by the addition of a supply from the Sierra Nevada MountainB, 
and the securing of tnis supply should not be aelayed; 

Whereas the city and county of San Francisco proposes to appropriate for the use of 
its inhabitants, as authorized by law, water of tne Tuolumne River, it having been 
found, as the result of the exhaustive investigations by the beard of public works of 
San Francisco, that this river is the best and most available source of supply to meet 
the immediate and future requirements of this large, important, and rapidly growing 
city; 

Whereas this appropriation of water is to be made without interference with vested 
rights, and this can be accomplished only by the storage of lai^ge quantities of the 
flood flow of the river and its tributaries; 

Whereas the sites for the storage of the waste, storm, or extra-seasonal waters of the 
Tuolumne River are located within a forest reservation generally referred to as a 
national park, and the Secretary of the Interior being authorized and empowered by 
the act 01 Congress approved February 15, 1901, to permit the use of rights of way 
through the public lands, forest and other reservations, for such reservoirs used for 
the supplying of water for domestic, public, or any other beneficial uses to the extent 
of the ground occupied by such reservoirs, applications were duly made for two 
reservoir sites, one on the Tuolumne River, at the point known as Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, and one at l^ke Eleanor; 

Whereas these applications for reservoir rights of way were denied by the Secretary 
of the Interior, who points out that, as viewed by the Department of the Interior, 
"the application is confronted by legal embarrassments which appear to be surmount^ 
able only by the exercise of the legislative power of the Government;" 

Whereas the specific reason of the rejection of these applications is in part stated 
by the honorable Secretary of the Interior as follows: "The act of October 1, 1890, 
makes it obligatory upon the Secretary of the Interior to preserve and retain the 
'natural curiosities ana wonders' in the park in their 'natural condition.' " This pro- 
vision of the act which establishes the park remaiiiH in full force, not having been 
repealed or modified by the act under which this application is made nor by any 
other legislation. 

"It is contended that the appropriation of I^ke Eleanor and Hetch fletchy Valley 
for great reservoirs for the proposecl .storage of water would enhance rather than detract 
from their natural beauty, but this is not material in view of the law which commands 
the Secretary of the Interior to preserve and retain them in their natural condition 
if they are * natural curiosities.' 

"There may be a difference of opinion a«» to what natural objects may be justly 
considered as being within the meaning of this pro\ision of the law, but there can be 
no doubt about the duty of the Secretary of the Interior if, in his judgment, they are 
such natural curiosities or natural wonders so contemplated by the act; " 

Whereas both of these sites have been recognized by the Department of the Interior 
as desirable and available for the storage of the flood flow of mountain streams, as 
demonstrated by the reports of the United States Geological Survey, in which these 
reservoir sites are repeatedly referred to. A plat of the Hetch Hetchy Valley was sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior by tne United States Geological Survey and 
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ItB reservation from entry or settlement according to law was asked for \mder dat« 
of February 27, 1891. (See opening statement and page 36 of Part II of the Twelfth 
Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey.) A further report upon the 
availability of this reservoir site, with a studv of the works necessary at the dam site, 
are contained in the Twenty-first Annual Report of the United States Geoloeical 
Survey, pages 450 to 465, in which, on page 459, it is stated: * 'Another purpose which 
this dam and reservoir might be made to serve would be to furnish the city of San 
Francisco with an unfailing supply of pure water. Without entering into details, it 
will suffice to say that the dam and reservoir as proposed would insure a supply in 
the driest years of 250 gallons per diem per capita for 1,000,000 people." Lake Eleanor 
and the segregation of its lands for reservoir purposes is referred to in Part II of tiie 
Eleventh Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey, page 157, on the 
plate between pages 160 and 161, and on page 167; also in the Thirteenth Annual 
Keport, Part III, page 402; 

Whereas it is not conceivable that the maintenance of a forest reservation with an 
area of about 1,500 square miles is to interfere to any material extent with the devel- 
opment of water for useful purposes, particularly when such utilization introduces 
into the park a new lake about 2 square miles in area and enlarges a second from leas 
than one-half to nearly 2 square miles, enhancing the natural beauties of the park 
instead of detracting from them; 

Whereas neither of the two sites in question is now accessible by wagon road, and 
will never be visited by any considerable number of persons except in the monthfl 
of July, August, and September, when the stage of water in the lakes will be his:li; 

Whereas the use to which the water is to be put is the highest possible beneficial use: 

Therefore this board memorializes the President and Congress of the United States 
to pass such laws as may be necessary to grant to the city and county of San Francisco 
the right to use the reservoir sites heretofore applied for. 

In addition to this a direct appeal was made to the President for 
the city by Mr. Marsden Manson, now city engineer, and resulted 
in the obtaining of an opinion from the Attorney-General of the 
United States to the eflect that the power to grant rights of way as 
applied for by San Francisco was vested in the Secretary of the 
Interior. The bills before Congress were not, therefore, pressed. 

In the meanwhile Mr. James K. Garfield succeeded Mr. E. A. 
Hitchcock as Secretary of the Interior, and in the light of the Attorney- 
GeneraFs opinion a retfuest was presented to him to have the matter 
reopened. This request was granted, and after many conferences 
ana long deliberations San Francisco has been granted the rights 
asked for, subject, however, to such control on the part of the United 
States Government as will j)rotect the- prior rights of the irrigation 
districts. 

In order that the situation mav be clearlv understood, a brief 
description of the works now in use and of the projwsed Tuoliunne 
River project is here given. 

WATER WORKS HITHERTO IN USE SOI'RCES DEVELOPED. 

Practically the entire city is now supplied with water bv the 
Spring Valley Water Company. The service of the Visitacion Valley 
Water Companv, of the John Center Works, which were of such great 
service in checking the soutlierly advance of the great fire of 1906, 
and of a few other minor concerns, is so small that it need not be 
further considered in this discussion. 

It is noteworthy, however, that for various purposes water in 
large quantity is drawn from the bav and the ocean, tliereby decreas- 
ing measurablv the demand on tlie established service. Various 
concerns use salt water for condensing. The Olympic Salt Water 
Company supplies some water for this purpose and some for bathing, 
drawing its supply from the Pacific Ocean. The power stations of 
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the United Railways are ail supplied with salt water drawn from 
the bay for cooling purposes. Tne city is now about to construct 
a high-pressure fire-protection system which will draw water from 
wells and from the bay. 

For use in Gohlen Gate Park, water is pumped from wells at two 
points — at a pumping station near H street and Thirteenth avenue 
for general use, and at a point near the ocean by a Dutch windmill 
for a supply to the chain of lakes and other uses. The Presidio 
draws water from wells at Mountain Lake. 

The fact that a large amount of salt water and locally obtained 
water will alwavs be used for various purposes; that tlie climatic 
conditions, particularly the cool weather and fogs of summer, keep 
down the water consumption, and the fact that restricted building 
areas will compel the crowding together of residences and will keep 
down the area of lawns and gardens — these facts all contribute to 
make the water re<i[uirement of San Francisco relatively small. It can 
probabh'^, without undue restrictions upon the water consumer, be 
kept at about 80 gallons per inhabitant. 

In the early days of San Francisco's history, water for drinking 
purposes and domestic use was peddled about the streets in water 
wagons. Fire protection was afforded by fire engines operated by 
hand and by cisterns which were filled with salt water pumped from 
the bay. 

About 1868 Lobos Creek water was brought into the built-up por- 
tion of the city by the San Francisco City W ater Works. The flume 
around Fort roint, at an elevation of about 20 feet above the ocean, 
which was in service until 1895, will be remembered in this connec- 
tion. This source of supply remained in use, therefore, nearly forty 
years. Lobos Creek w^as not finally abandoned, however, as a pos- 
sible source of water until the year 1901. 

The construction of the City Water Company's works, which 
included a pumping station at Black Point and a reservoir on Russian 
Hill, was quicklv Followed by the organization of a rival company. 
The projector of this rival company was Geo. H. Ensign, who con- 
trolled certain water rights deemed to be adequate for the intended 
Surpose. Among the sources that had been or that were being 
rawn upon was a spring, located somewhere on the slopes of Clay 
Street EuU in a depression then known as Spring Valley. This ex- 
plains the name adopted by the company, under date of January 
1, 1865, the San Francisco City Water W orks sold out to the Spring: 
Valley Water Works, and the latter corporation five years ago sola 
out to the Spring Valley Water Company. 

As the city grew, the nearest sources of water were one by one 
abandoned and new sources farther away from the center of popula- 
tion came into use. As earlv as 1863 to 1865 the. Pilarcitos reser- 
voir was constructed and added to the system. It came into use as 
a small reservoir formed by a low earth dam, which was submerged 
and went out of service when the present higher dam was completed 
in 1869. San Andres Reservoir came into use in 1870, and the Upper 
Crystal Springs or Canada de Raymundo Reservoir, now a part of 
the Crystal Springs Reservoir, about 1878. Merced Lake was added 
to the water works in 1877 and 1878. The explosion of a boiler 
wrecked the pumping station at this lake in 1885, and it remained 
out of use thweafter until 1891, when the present pumping staticm 



254 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BE8ERVOIB. 

came into service. Alameda Creek water, the right to which had 
been acquired in 1875 by the purchase of the Alameda Water Com- 

Sany's properties, was first brought across the bay in 1888. The 
iversion was then at the Niles dam. Seven years later the point of 
diversion was changed to Sunol Valley, and the filtration feature was 
added to this part of the waterworks system. The amount of water 
diverted from the creek was materially increased at that time. The 
construction of the Crystal Springs concrete dam on San Mateo Creek 
was commenced in 1886, and work on this structure was continued 
until 1892. Lobos Creek went out of use with the destruction by 
landslides of the flume around Fort Point in 1895. It was to be again 
added to the system in 1901, but yielding to the wishes of the city 
authorities the water company finally abandoned it as a source of 
supply in the same year. 

rilarcitos reservoir is fed by a creek of the same name which courses 
down the ocean slope of the Montara spur of the Coast Range. It is 
located about 12 miles south of the south boundary of San Prancisco. 
The elevation of the water surface of a full reservoir is 682 feet above 
San Francisco city base. (This base is about 10 feet above mean sea 
level.) The reservoir is fonned by an earth dam 90 feet high and 730 
feet long on the crest. Its surface area when full is about 105 acres. 
The storage capacity of the reservoir is 940,000,000 gallons. 

Until destroyed by the earthquake of 1906, a wrought-iron pipe, 
30 inches in diameter, brought the Pilarcitos water into San Francisco. 
Since that time the Pilarcitos water is allowed to flow into San Andres 
reservoir and reaches the city through the San Andres pipe. The 
watershed tributary to the Pilarcitos reservoir is 3.5 square miles, 
to which, by side hill flume, about 1.4 square miles more has been 
added. 

San Andres reservoir is about 2 miles nearer to San Francisco 
than the Pilarcitos reservoir. It is located on the bay side of the 
mountains and at a lower altitude. Its elevation when full is 435.6 

it above city base, and the surface area of the reservoir is 475 acres. 
This reservoir Ues on a small branch of San Mateo Creek, and there is 
^ tributary to it, naturally, a watershed having an area of 4.1 square 
' \ miles. To this there was added in 1897, by a tunnel known as the 
^'"^ ^* Davis tunnel," an area of 0.9 square mile cut-oif from San Mateo 
Creek. The Locks Creek line of flume and pipe, which was in service 
until about 1899, added run-off waters from 3.4 square miles of addi- 
tional area. Thereafter for several years all of the Locks Creek line 
above Apanolio Creek was out of service. Now the New Locks Creek 
line is in the main an interceptor of Pilarcitos water below Pilarcitos 
dam, including wastage from Pilarcitos reservoir. The area at 
present made partially tributary to Lake Andres by this conduit 
mcluding 1.5 square miles of San Mateo Creek below the Davis tun- 
nel, may be taken at about 3 square miles. The San Andres dam is 
an earth embankment, lying just on the edge of the fault line, on which 
there was a horizontal movement of about 7 feet at the time of the 
earthquake of 1906. The abutment of the dam is cut by the fault. 
The dam has remained intact and uninjured. The dam is 90 feet 
high and has a crest length of 990 feet. The San Andres reservoir 
when full holds 5,723,000,000 gallons of water. Waste water, when 
there is any, flows from tlus reservoir into the Crystal Springs reser- 
voir. The water from this reservoir flows through a timnel 2,820 
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feet long into a measuring box, then into a screen house, where it is 
passed through cloth screens. It is thereupon carried in 28,849 feet 
of 44-inch wrought-iron pipe, 40,185 feet of 30-inch pipe, and 1,400 
feet of 37-inch pipp, the latter across a creek between Baden and 
Colma, to San Francisco, where delivery is made into tlie College 
Hill reservoir. 

The Crystal Springs reservoir is the largest of the storage reser- 
voirs on the pemnsula. It lies about 4 to 8 miles farther from San 
Francisco than the San Andres reservoir. It is formed by a dam 
across San Mateo ('reek just below the point where the creek receives 
the waters of the Canada de Kaymundo from the south. ^Fhe reser- 
voir as it now exists is formed by a massive concrete dam. This was 
constructed in the vears 1887 to 1892. The dam is to be raised 30 
feet at some time in the future. As it now stands it has a height of 
146 feet and the reservoir formed by it has a capacity of about \] 
18,900,000,000 gallons. The elevation of the top of the present ^^ 

structure is 280 feet above city base. "j. S 

Some years before this dam was constructed, as already stated, p • 
there had been constructed the Upper Crystal Springs, or Canada de !-, 
Raymundo, dam. This dam is of eartli. On its crest, which is 
slightly higher than the crest of the Crystal Springs concrete dam, 
is a road. Upon the completion of this dam, in 1878, and for seven 
years thereafter, the water stored by it was pumped into the San 
Andres system. But in 1885 the 44-inch Cr3^8tal Springs pipe line 
was completed and water then flowed by gravity from the Canada 
de Raymundo reservoir to the University Moimd reservoir in San 
Francisco. The earthquake of 1906 split the dam crosswise, one end 
of the structure being moved about 8 feet with reference to the other. 
At the time of this earthquake, April 18, 1906, the water level on both 
sides of the dam was the same. There w^as, therefore, no flow of 
water through the structure and no damage from this cause. The 
dam has been of no importance as a feature of the waterT\'orks since 
the construction of the concrete dam. 

The Crystal Springs concrete dam is about 600 feet long on top. 
It is arched upstream. About 164,000 cubic yards of concrete were 
required in its construction and in the construction of a deep cut-off 
wall across a low gap north of the hill against which the north end of 
the dam abuts. At the elevation of the present top of the dam the 
water surface area of the reservoir is about 1,300 acres. The area of 
the watershed tributary to the Crystal Springs Reservoir, not includ- 
ing the area cut off by the Davis tunnel, is about 23.2 square miles. 
Of this area about 12 square miles were tributary to the Upper Crystal 
Springs Reservoir. The conduit from the Crystal Springs Reservoir 
to San Francisco is a 44-inch wrought-iron pipe. The route followed 
by this pipe is along the bay shore. It crosses a long stretch of 
swampy ground nearlBaden and lies upon hilly and otherwise difficult 
ground at Sierra Point. One spur of the hills is here pierced by a 
tunnel 300 feet long. After crossing Visitacion valley tne conduit is 
again in tunnel 2,145 feet long. It discharges into Universit}" Mound 
Reservoir. The total length of this conduit is 87,066 feet. 

Among the works on the peninsula south of San Francisco that are 
productive of water is the Locks Creek line. Originally this aqueduct 
mcluded a long conduit skirting the ocean slope of the mountains 
into which water from a number of small creeks was admitted. 
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The upper end of the conduit was at Locks Creek. About 1897 
the upper part of the works down to ApanoHo Creek and in 1901 
another section below this creek went out of service. Since 1901 
the lower part of this line as reconstructed has alone been in use. At 
the head of these works, as now in service on Pilarcitos Creek, about 
a mile below the Pilarcitos Reservoir, is a stone dam about 36 feet 
high. This dam diverts the flow of Pilarcitos Creek into a flume. To 
the natural flow of the creek there is here added some water inter- 
cepted by a hillside flume, which discharges into the basin above the 
stone dani. The overflow or waste water from the Pilarcitos Reser- 
voir reaches the stone dam and opportunity is thus afforded for turn- 
ing it into San Andres Reservoir. The flume from the stone dam 
carries the water about three-quarters of a mile to a tunnel 3,200 feet 
long, which pierces the ridge between the Pilarcitos and the San 
Mateo drainages. The water, after passing through this tunnel, is 
carried in a flume about 2 miles to the point where San Mateo Creek 
is crossed from west to east. A second tunnel carries the water 
through the ridge between San Mateo and San Andres valleys. This 
tunnel is about 3,530 feet long. At the westerly or San Aiateo end 
of this tunnel the Locks Creek flume is joined by a flume from the 
north which adds San Mateo Creek water that has been diverted by 
a concrete dani from that creek. About 1.5 square miles of the water- 
shed of San Mateo Creek lying next below the area for which Davis 
tunnel is an outlet are thus made partially tributary to San Andres 
Reservoir. 

The water consumption from the Peninsula reservoir system has 
been about 18,000,000 gallons per da3^ This is, in round immbers, at 
the rate of 530,000 gallons per day per square mile of tributary water- 
shed. The amount of water wasted has been relatively verv small, 
due to the large capacity of the reservoirs when compared witn water- 
shed areas. In years of ordinary rainfall Pilarcitos iieservoir is the 
only one which is likely to be filled to overflowing, but, as explained^ 
nearly all of the surplus is conserved by the intercepting workis which 
carry it into San Andres Reservoir. The overflow from the San 
Andres Reservoir goes into the Crystal Springs Reservoir, and the 
Crystal Springs Reservoir has been full to overflowing only twice in 
its history — in 1889 and in 1895. The above-noted water production 
of 530,000 gallons per day per square mile may, tlierefore, be accepted 
as very nearly the normal for this region, in which 43 inches per year 
is the normaf fall of rain. 

Wlien the amount of storage on tlie peninsula is compared with the 
amount of storage usually piovided to equalize the flow of streams on 
the Atlantic coast, it seems large, but the need for the relatively large 
reservoir capacity results from the peculiarity of the cliinate. The 
rainfall records sliow that there may be two or even three years in 
succession in each of wliich rainfall is so light that there is very little 
run-ofl*. To tide over such periods tliat are unproductive of water a 
large supply of water nuist b? held over from the preceding seasons 
of more copious rainfall. (.\)1. (t. II. Mendell, who gave the subject 
much tiiougiit, reached the conclusi<m, as laid down in his report of 
1877 on the San F'rancisco water supply, that so long as the city relied 
upon the coast range sources of supply the storage capacity of the 
reservoirs should be a nine hundred days' supply. 
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When a reservoir is located on a stream whose flow every year is 
adequate to fill it, this nile is, of course, without force. But even after 
some of the larger rivers of the State are made tributary to the estab- 
lished works, the storage of water in large quantity near the city is 
essential to make the service reliabl \ 

The matter of securing other sites has been investigated, and one at 
Belmont was selected for use as a feature of the Tuolumne River 
project. It goes without saying that the use of this site should 
only then be contem latcd if the citv fails to come to an under- 
standing with the Spring Valley Water Company. The water 
company in extending its works from time to time naturally occupied 
the lest and most available sites. The storage reservoirs now in 
use, particularly with the Crystal Springs dam raised to the full pro- 
posed height, will be adequate to meet every requirement. 

The peninsula sources of water, which as described flow by gravity 
into San Francisco, are supplemented by Lake Merced. This lake 
lies close to the Pacific Ocean, just north of the southerly line of San 
Francisco. The elevation of its water surface at all stages is above 
sea level. The water in the lake, for the most part, is the outflow 
from the sand deposits that lie within the lalce watershed. The 
surface run-oif, which formerly reached the lake, is now intercepted 
and turned through a tunnel, past the lake, into the ocean. 

The lake has two arms that were originally connected by a narrow 
strip of water. They are now separated from each other by an earth 
dam. Structures have been built for the interconnection of the 
two lakes so that one pumping station may draw upon the water of 
both lakes. The surface area of Lake Merced is about 330 acres.. 
When full, its available contents are about 2,000,000,000 gallons. 
The lake is not attractive as a source of water for domestic use, but 
for many years its water has been used mixed wdth the waters from 
Pilarcitos and San Andres reservoirs. It is protected against pollu- 
tion by a system of works w-hich intercept and deliver into the ocean 
the surface run-off from the inhabited portions of its watershed. 
These works include a brick conduit and tunnel from near the head of 
the south arm of the lake to the Pacific Ocean and a long flume 
from Ocean View; also a conduit for the Ocean View sewage. The 
large capacity and nearness of Lake Merced to the place of use will 
always make it a valuable addition to a municipal supply, even 
though no water be drawn from it except in case of emergency. 
When a Sierra Nevada water is added to the city water supply sys- 
tem the surplus should be allowed to flow into the Crystal Springs 
reservoir and into Lake Merced, thereby keeping these reservoirs as 
nearly full as practicable, and incidentally improving the quahty of 
the stored water in each. 

The value of Lake Merced as an emergency supply, if water pro- 
duction may be considered, is not fully measured by its storage capac- 
ity, because the experience of the past indicates that it may be relied 
upon for a continuous supplj^ of w^ater amounting to about 3,000,000 
gallons per day. The pumping station at Lake iierced has a capacity 
of about 7,000,000 gallons per day. It dehvers water into the con- 
duit that brin^ the water of Pilarcitos reservoir into the city. 

So long as Lake Merced remains in use as a source of water, the 
human activities in the tributary watershed should be kept down 
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as much as possible. Notwithstanding the works for the intercep- 
tion of surface drainage from the soutn and sewage from the east, 
there is a menace due to such activities that should be kept at a 
minimum. There is good reason, therefore, for preserving the lands 
near Merced Lake, if the city ever acquires them, as a park, whereby 
population can be excluded from the greater portion of the drainage 
basin and good poUce regulations can be enforced. 

In 1887 it became apparent that the peninsula sources of water 
as then in use were inadequate to meet the demand for water. The 
immediate extension of the works to the easterly side of the bay of 
San Francisco was therefore determined upon. Rights to water 
in Alameda Creek had, as already stated, been secured, as early as 
1875, by purchase of properties of the Alameda Water Company. 
This purchase included, besides these water rights, a part of a reser- 
voir site on Calaveras Creek. 

The Alameda Creek works, as commenced in 1887 and completed 
in 1890, were for the diversion of the natural flow of Alameda Creek 
at a dam about 2\ miles above Nilcs, and the delivery of this water 
by gravity flow through a long wrought-iron pipe conduit into a 
small receiving reservoir at Belmont, from which it is pumped through 
a pipe to Burlingame into the main from Cr}^stal Springs reservoir. 

The capacity of the works as thus constructed was about 7,000,000 
gallons per day. They remained in service at this capacity for 
about ten years; then the system was changed by the addition of 
works higher up on Alameda Creek, and as a result of the change, 
which included a greater head to force water through the conduit 
to Belmont, the capacity of the Alameda Creek system was raised 
to about 10,000,000 gallons per day, at which it remained until fur- 
ther increased in 1903. 

As now in use, the wor'ks include filtration in a large natural 
gravel deposit of the Sunol Valley. Water of Laguna (Alameda) 
Creek and of Calaveras Creek is brousjlit within reach of this 
gravel bed by a system of ditches. It sinks from these and from 
the natural channels into the- gravel beds. It is intercepted in 
these gravel beds by a timber-filter gallery placed in the Dottom 
of a deep open cut, which is about one-half mile long and termi- 
nates in a concrete subsurface aqueduct into which the water is 
also directly admitted through many small openings in its side 
walls. The concrete aqueduct is about 3,000 feet long. It has a side 
feeder, intended to more completely intercept the water coining 
down the creek channel. At its lower end it is connected with a 
gallerv or conduit leading across Alamedd Creek, from right bank 
to left bank, within the concrete diverting dam, which has been 
placed across the Alameda Creek at the lower end of the Sunol 
VaUey. This diverting dam is primarily intended to check any 
outflow from the gravel beds of Sunol Valley at less elevation 
than the crest height of the dam. The gravels are thus made to 
serve in some measure as a reservoir. The dam may also be used, 
if conditions reauire it, to divert the creek water directly into 
the conduit, whicn takes it from this point down the Niles Canyon to 
the head of the pipe line. 

1^ The water from the Sunol Vallc}'^ gravels, after crossing Ala- 
meda Creek as described, is carried by tunnel and flume along and 
in the mountain slopes on the south side of the canyon for a dis- 
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tance of 5 miles to a screen house, at elevation 180 feet, and there 
enters the pipe which conveys it to Belmont. About 3 miles of 
the 5 are in tunnel. The total length of the Alameda Creek pipe 
line from- the screen house near Niles to the junction with tne 
Crystal Springs main is about 29 miles. The pipe to Belmont is 
36 inches in diameter, except where a slough ana the Bay of San 
Francisco are crossed near and at Dumbarton Point. At each of 
these two places the water was carried in two 16-inch submerged 
pipes until 1902, when two submerged 22-inch steel pipes were 
added. The pressure main from the Belmont pumps to Burlin- 
game is 36 inches in diameter. From Burlingame to Millbrae the 
44-inch Crystal Springs main was paralleled in 1903 by a 54-inch 
main, in which th& Alameda Creek water can be carried apart from 
the Crystal Springs water to the Millbrae pumping station and by 
the pumps there located can be forced into the San Andres main. 
The water supply from Alameda Creek is reenforced by the flow 
from 22 artesian wells in Livermore Valley near Pleasanton. A 
line of wells haS been bored across the lower end of the Livermore 
Valley to the gravel beds, from which they bring to the surface 
about 7,000,000 gallons of water per day. This water is dischaiged 
into the creek and flows therein to the head of a ditch, which leads 
it into the Sunol Valley along or near the upper edge of the Sunol 
gravel deposits. The yield of the Alameda Creek system is now 
about 15,000,000 gaDons per day. 

There are a number of pumping stations connected with the 
waterworks. Some of these wiU be referred to in presenting salient 
features of the distributing system; others deserve special notice 
because of their pecuhar nmction in transferring water from the 
lower to the higher levels. 

The function of the Belmont pumps, as already explained, is to 
deliver Alameda Creek water eitner mto the Crystal Springs main 
or to feed the Millbrae pumps for delivery into the San Andres 
main. The pumps at the Belmont station first went into service 
in 1888. New pumps were added in 1903. The present aggregate 
capacity of the pumps at this station is about 23,000,000 gallons 
per day. 

The Millbrae pumps were installed, with a capacity of about 
16,000,000 gallons per dajr, to force some of the water arriving in 
the Crystal Springs main into the higher San Andres main. Smce 
the completion of the pressure main from Belmont to this station 
the Millbrae pumps ser\'e also to send Alameda Creek water into 
the San Andres main. 

The Pilarcitos pumps are located at the lower end of the outlet 
tunnel of the San Andres reservoir. The function of these pumps 
is to deliver San Andres water into the Pilarcitos main. Their 
capacity is about 4,000,000 gallons per day. 

At Ocean View is an emergency pump of small capacity, which 
serves the same purpose, but has been but little used, if at all. 

At the Crystal Springs dam is a pumping station which may 
be used to lift Crystal Springs water into a flume, which carries 
it northerly into San Andres Lake. The capacity of the pumps 
here located is about 12,000,000 gallons per day. 

The pumps at Lake Merced are connected with the San Andres 
and Pilarcitos mains in such a way that without loss of pressure 



260 SAN FBANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESEBVOIB. 

the water from the San Andres main can be pumped mto^the 
Pilarcitos main. By suitable interconnection or pipes the (two 
pumps at Lake Merced can be made to draw simultaneously either 
upon the lake or upon the San Andres main, or one pump can be 
fed from the main while the other draws its supply from the lake. 
The lake water, as already explained, is pumpea mto the Pilarcitos 
main and flows into Lake Honda receiving reservoir. The capac- 
ity of the Lake Merced pumps is about 7,000,000 gallons per day. 

Before passing on to a description of tne city distributmg system 
it should DC stated that all of the water, before delivery into the 
city receiving reservoirs, is screened. The screen house, near Niles, 
on the Alameda conduit, is equipped onlv with wire-mesh screens to 
remove occasional leaves ana the like blown into the flume by the 
wind. The water which reaches Universitv Mound reservoir all passes 
through a screen house there located. At this screen house, as at 
those on the San Andres line and at Lake Honda, the water is made 
to pass through ingeniously arranged screens of cheese cloth. After 
a set of screens has been in service about one and one-half hours the 
water is turned off and the screens are cleaned with a jet of water. 
Particles of vegetable matter, principally alg», are removed from the 
water in this way. The screen house on the San Andres pipe line is 
located at the lower or easterly end of the outlet tunnel of San Andres 
reservoir. At Lake Honda is a screen house for the treatment of the 
water arriving in the Pilarcitos main. 

DISTRIBUTION. 

San Francisco is a city of hills. The distribution of water under 
adequate pressure to all parts of the city is not, therefore, a simple 
matter. Some of the characteristic features of the distributing sys- 
tem as now in use are here briefly stated: 

University Mound reservoir, capacity about 30,000,000 gallons, 
located in the southeasterly portion of the city at an elevation of 
about 165 feet, receives the water from Crystal Springs reservoir with 
any added supply from Alameda Creek. The main conduit from tliis 
reservoir crosses Islais Creek on a trestle and supplies the low down- 
town section of San Francisco. The pumps at Black Point, which 
have a capacitv of 5,500,000 gallons per cla}^, draw upon this low- 
pressure system and serve the hicrh-lying hilltops in the northern part 
of the city. Water is delivered by these pumps into the upper reser- 
voir on Russian Hill and into the steel tanks on Clay street hill and 
out on Presidio Heights. The Francisco street reservoir, at elevation 
140 feet, is at the end of a large main of the low-level system and 
serves admirably as a recipient of water during the night and a pres- 
sure equalizer during the day. 

College Hill reservoir, in the south central part of San Francisco, 
receives the waters arriving in the San Andres main. The capacity 
of this reservoir is about 15,000,000 gallons. Its elevation is 255 feet. 
It supplies a zone of very irregular outline next above the low-level 
area. 

Lake Honda, located south of Golden Gate Park near the Alms- 
house tract, receives the waters of the Pilarcitos main. It has a 
capacity of 33,000,000 gallons. Its elevation of 365 feet gives it 
command of a region next above that served from the College Hill 
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reservoir. The greater portion of the Western Addition is served 
from this receiving reservoir. 

The highest district in the city now served with water is supphed 
through the Clarendon Heights pumps, located at Seventeenth and 
Noe streets. The pumps have a capacity of 5,000,000 gallons per 
day. They can draw either upon the University Mound or the Col- 
lege Hill system. The pumped water is delivered into the Clarendon 
Heights tank, which is located on a spur of the Twin Peaks at an 
elevation of about 600 feet. 

The gradual growth of San Francisco and the need of keeping out- 
lying districts, though sometimes sparsely populated, supplied with 
water, has led to the retention in use of much pipe of smaller diameter 
in many streets than would now be laid therein. The network of 
pipes now in use is not, therefore, fully up to the standard that would 
oe prescribed for an entirely new system, particularly so long as water 
for extinguishing fires is supplied through the same mains which dis- 
tribute water for other uses. Some idea of this fact results from a 
comparison of the pipes that would be required in a new distributing 
system (as planned in 1902) with the pipes now in use. 

Pipes in distributing system^ 1902. 



Diameter of pipe. 



Water pipes of the 



Water pipes of the pro- 
posed Tuolumne sys- 



v\ aier pipes or ine posea ruoiumne sys- 
Sprlng Valley system. | tern (including spe- 
cials). 



S|)ecials. . . 

3 mches... 

4 inches... 
6 inches... 
8 inches... 
10 inches.. 
12 inches.. 

15 inches.. 

16 inches.. 
20 inches.. 
22 Inches. . 
24 inches. . 
30 inches.. 
33 inches.. 
36 inches.. 
37} inches. 
44 inches.. 
48b[iches.. 



Wrought 
iron. 



Cast iron. 



Feet. 



850 



Feet. 
16,000 
130,809 
344,321 
570,983 
621,900 
9,912 
226,278 



Wrought 
iron. 



Feet. 



Cast iron. 



Feet. 



25,481 



12,669 
2,510 



121,154 

21,840 

23,488 

20,820 

4,494 



81,700 

170,230 

1,868,910 

312,190 

785,080 



752,780 

90,960 

52,740 

395,540 

227,830 



12,254 I 
7,213 



12,650 '. 



47,940 



Before the fire in 1906 there were in San Francisco about 50,000 
connections with the Spring Valley Water Company's pipes. This 
number was reduced to about 30,000 after the fire. It is now in the 
neighborhood of 40,000. 

AERATION AND MEASURES TO PREVENT POLLUTION. 



The water deliveredjto San Francisco comes in large part from 
storage reservoirs, in which its appearance and quality are without 
doubt improved. But as these reservoirs are fed by streams that are 
turbid during their freshet stages, and as they are located at low 
altitudes, exposed to the hot summer sun, it has not been possible to 
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keep them entirely free from minute al^a* and other vegetable growth. 
The screening process to which the water is subjected, as explained, 
removes much of this objectionable matter and thfe qualitv of the water 
is further improved by aeration, which is effected by discharging it 
upon an elevated platform from which it drips in successive stages to 
lower platforms. The water of the Pilarcitos pipe line and that 
pumped from Lake Merced are thus aerated on Daly's hill near the 
point where the Pilarcitos line crosses the south boundary of the city; 
the San Andres water is aerated just before being delivered into Col- 
lege Hill reservoir. 

The main reliance for preserving the wholesomeness of the water 
supply is placed by the water company upon the protection of the 
watersheds against pollution. Over 2,700 acres (4.4 square miles), 
or more than one-half of the area tributarv to Lake Merced, is thus 
owned. About 28 of the 36 scjuare miles of watershed in whole or in 
part tributary to the Peninsula reservoirs are owned by the water 
companv. On Laguna, Calaveras, San Antonio, Valle, and Hondo 
Creek of the Alameda Creek system the area owned is close upon 25,000 
acres. On those portions ot the watersheds where sources of pollution 
were most to be feared the police control and the restriction of human 
activities have been made easy and effective by this policy of land 
ownership. The Coast Range sources of supply now utilized; or not«d 
as within reach ot the Spring Valley Water Company, are, never- 
theless, not ideal sources of water for domestic use. The collecting 
ground is not of the high snow-capped mountain type, but is of the low 
soil-covered mountain and foothill character. Much of it is bnish 
covered. Animal life and a certain amount of human activitv in the 
watersheds, the natural turbidity of most of the water and tfie pres- 
ence in it at times of more or less organic matter, all point to filtration 
as a proper treatment for the improvement of the water. Some of it, 
in fact, may be considered as already receiving this treatment. The 
water that issues from the Pleasanton wells has passed long distances 
through gravel deposits, and that of Sunol Valley as collected in the 
filter galleries issues clear and inviting. 

UNDEVELOPED SOURCES WITHIN CONTROL OF SPRING VALLEY COMPANY. 

Among the properties owned by the Spring Valley Water Company 
which have not been developed there may be noted: 

Calaveras Valley, on Calaveras Creel'. — Tliis is a reservoir site to 
which there are directly tributaiT about 100 square miles of the region 
round about and to the north of Mount Hamilton. To this area about 
40 squure miles more can be added by diverting Hondo Creek waters 
into the Calaveras Valley. The rainfall on the watersheds that are or 
can be made tributary to the Calaveras Valley is only about two-thirds 
of the rainfall near the Peninsula reservoirs. The water production 
will, therefore, be less. It will in a year of normal rainfall probably 
be about 225,000 gallons per square mile per da}'. The total water 
supply that can be hoped for from this source is not, however, to be 
deduced directly from this unit quantity and the drainage area. It 
will depend in a measure upon the extent to which the Hondo Creek 
waters can be intercepted, and in a lar^e measure upon ihr amount of 
water that will reach the reservoir site in wet years in excess of storage 
capacity. The dam site for the Calaveras A'alley reservoir has been 
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thoroughly explored by the engineers of the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany and so far as has been disclosed by them the results of the exam- 
ination are satisfactory. A dam with a crest 187 feet above the nat- 
ural surface of the ground would, according to estimates made by Mr, 
T. R. Scowden, who investigated tliis matter for San Francisco in 1874. 
create a storage capacity of about 30,000,000,000 gallons. The run-on 
from the watersheds directly and indirectly tributary to the Calaveras , 
reservoir will in seasons with the maximum fall of rain be more than ^ 
twice this amount. 

San Antonio Creek. — San Antonio Creek is a tributary of Calaveras 
Creek. On this creek a short distance above the point where it enters 
the Sunol Valley is a reservoir site to which about 40 square miles of 
the low mountam reo:ion northeasterlv from Mount Hamilton are trib- 
utaiy . On this watershed the rainfall is somewhat less than on that of 
the Calaveras reservoir. The amount of water w^hich flows through 
the reservoir site in a year in which the rainfall is normal is equiva- 
lent to an average flow of about 5,000,000 gallons per day. 

It is to be noted that both the dam at the Calaveras site and the 
dam at the San Antonio site will hold back water that now flows to 
the Suiiol gravels. There is, therefore, a certain interrelation between 
the amount of water produced by the intercepting works in the 
Sunol Valley and the water impounded in the reservoirs. This is 
also true of the proposed water development by storage on the Arroyo 
Valley. This last-named creek enters the Livermore Valley from 
the south, and much of its flow sinks before reaching Pleasanton. It 
is a feeder and perhaps the principal feeder of the artesian strata from 
which the Pleasanton wells obtain their supply. 

On the Arroyo Valle the Spring Valley \^ ater Company has secured 
a foothold. It owns or controls a reservoir site of moderate capacity. 
The watershed tributary to this reservoir site is about 130 square 
miles, and the normal rain upon this drainage basin may pre- 
liminarilv be taken at about 24 inches per year. The amount of 
water wliich flows through the reservoir site in a year with normal 
rain should be about 18,700,000 gallons of water per day. 

On the Niles cone, too, the water company mis acquired lands. 
The Niles cone is a flat gravel deposit which spreads out fan shaped 
from the mouth of Niles Canyon southwesterly across the valley 
region east of San Francisco Bay. It is permeated by the waters of 
Alameda Creek. Those waters are within reach of pumps, and their 
development may in time be justified. As the total area of the 
watersned tributary to the Niles Canyon is about 600 square miles, 
and the three reservoii's above entimerated intercept (though only in 
part) the run-off waters from 310 square miles, there will always be 
some water, at least in wet years, from the other 290 sauare miles, 
together with the wastage from the reservoirs, to replenish the water 
of the gravel beds in Livermore Valley, in the Suflol Valley, and in the 
Niles cone. 

It will be readily understood that the lack of data, particularly in 
so far as they relate to the dimensions of structures by means of 
which water is to be stored, capacities of reservoirs to be created, and 
capacities of conduits for the utilization of the water or its transfer 
to other reservoirs, as well as more or less uncertainty relating to 
rainfall and run-off, would render useless any attempt to now make 
a final estimate of the water production of the various subelements 
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of the Alameda Creek system. The daily watershed production 
above noted for the several reservoirs in years of normal climatic 
conditions on tributaries of Alameda Creek are only a first indication 
of possibilities. They can not be fully realized, fiven in the case of 
the Calaveras Reservoir, which has a very large capacity, the inflow 
from the tributary watershed (including Hondo Creek) may in a single 
year of maximum rainfall be enough, as already stated, to fill tne 
reservoir twice. Some water being assumed in storage at the begin- 
ning of such a season, there ^ill then be large wastage, of which per- 
haps only a small portion may become available by infiltration mto 
the Sunol gravels and the Niles cone. The proportional wastage in 
occasional years on the San Antonio and on the Arroyo Valle will be 
still greater, because the storage is there relatively smaller. 

However, to give some idea of the total possible water production 
on Alameda Creek in its entirety, it may be stated that the mean run- 
off indicated by drainage area and rainfall is estimated at about 
90,000,000 gallons per day. If this amount of water, or whatever the 
exact figure for the Niles Canyon flow may be, were intercepted 
by adequate devices above Niles Canyon, there would be no water for 
the Niles cone. This total, therefore, represents the extreme water 
production of the Alameda CYeek watershed, including ail local water 
consumption for whatever purpose and the waste, if any, by surface 
on subsurface routes to the bay. 

San Francisquito Creek is frequently referred to as available for 
increasing the water production on the peninsula by about 7,000,000 
gallons per day. This is probably an overestimate. It is under- 
stood that the Leland Stanford, Jr., University has a right to the first 
3,000,000 gallons per day. As the run-off, estimated from the rain- 
fall and the watershed of 15 square miles, will average only about 
6,500,000 gallons, this source should not be credited with a possible 
production of more than 3,000,000 to 3,500,000 gallons per day. On 
this creek there has already been constructed at Searsville a concrete 
dam 90 feet high, which is to l>e raised to a greater height at some 
future time. 

Of tlie various ocean slope creeks on the peninsula only one, as 
explained, Pilarcitos Creek, is at present made tributary to the 
established works. But it is generally admitted that if it were neces- 
sary to do so, though at relatively large expense, some additional 
ocean slope water could be intercepted and turned through a tunnel 
to the bay side of the mountains and ultimately into the Crystal 
Springs reservoir. To accomplish this a long concluit of large capac- 
ity would be requisite. The oceafi slope creeks afl*ord but scant 
opportunity for storage at elevations that would permit water to 
flow from the collecting reservoirs into the Crj^stal Springs reser- 
voir. The interception of storm waters would, therefore, be restricted 
to the short periods in winter when the creeks are high. During the 
rest of the year the natural flow of the streams is small, con- 
sequently only a small percentage of the annual output of the 
stream is then available for interception. A special study of the 
features of a project for the utilization of the ocean slope waters 
would have to be made before a close estimate of the probable 
ultimate yield of the^e sources could be made. But some idea of pos- 
eibilitie<s may be gained from the following: It is claimed that about 
65 square miles of ocean slope drainages could be made tributary to 
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an intercepting conduit with its head at Pescadero Creek. The run-off 
from this area, on which normal rainfall is about 40 inches per year, 
should average about 37,000,000 gallons per day, of which, depending 
upon the character and magnitude of the intercepting works, more or 
less would flow through the conduit. It is not at all improbable that 
about one-half of this water can be made available, perhaps 20,000,000 
gallons per day. 

It now becomes possible to combine the foregoing figures relating 
to additional water development from sources that are near at hand 
and that are in whole or in part controlled by the Spring Valley Water 
Company. But to do this certain arbitrary assumptions must be 
made and these must be understood to be subject to modification as 
more data relating to storage possibilities, conduit capacities, rainfall, 
and run-off become available. Thus it seems reasonable to expect 
that the Calaveras reservoir will make available about 25,000,000 
gallons per day of the 35,000,000 that should flow through or past 
the reservoir in Calaveras and Hondo creeks. San Antonio reservoir 
mav bring \^ithin reach 4,000,000 out of an average of about 6,000,000 
gallons per day, and on the Arroyo Valle about 10,000,000 gallons 
should represent the average amount intercepted. 

The total run-off from the Alameda Creek watershed has already 
been noted at about 90,000,000 gallons per day. If the above 
amounts are realized on the tributaries named there will still be an 
average flow of about 51,000,000 gallons per day to feed thePleasanton 
wells, the Sunol gravels, and the Niles cone. As tliis water will come 
do\\Ti the creeks mainly in wet winters when the creeks flash up 
quickly, a considerable portion thereof will in all probability flow on 
to the bay and be lost. Some of it will be required for local use in 
Livermore Valley and elsewhere. It does not, therefore, seem safe to 
assume as a possibility that more than one-half of the amount named, 
or about 25,500,000 gallons per day, can be intercepted by the Pleas- 
anton wells, in the Suiiol gravels, and on the Niles cone, for delivery 
in San Francisco. 

The water production of Spring Valley Water Company sources as 
developed and at ultimate capacity may, therefore, be tentatively 
stated as follows: 



I Ultimate 
Develoiied supply 
Sources. supply (approxi- 

per day. mat«) 

per day. 

Oallons. 



PeniiLSula reaervoirs: , Gallons. 

Pilarritos 

San Andrps 

Crystal Springs 18.000.CCO I 18,000.000 

Lake Merced : , 3 , 000 , 000 ;h . 000 , 000 

San Franctsqulto Creek ; 1 3, 5(K). 000 

Pescadero, and other ocean-slope creeks 20. 000, 000 

AHmeda Creek: 

Calaveras reservoir 25, OCO, 000 

San Antonio reservoir ; 4. 000, 000 

Arroyo Valle reservoir 10. 0(X), 000 

Pleasanton wells, Suftol gravels, Niles cone 15, 000. 000 , 25, 500, 000 



Total I 30,000.000 109,000.000 



The foregoing statement in relation to the possible extension of the 
waterworks to other coast-range sources of water is made to show 
that the possible expansion of the Spring Valley Water Company's 
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system is not inconsiderable. It may also be noted that arrange- 
ments could be made to draw, in case of emergency, upon the great 
artesian water supply known to be within reach at the southerly end 
of San Francisco Bay. A line of wells near Alviso would be a desir- 
able addition to any waterworks system, but a draft upon such wells 
would, if long continued, have more or less effect upon the yield of the 
other wells in the Santa Clara Valley, and this source should not there- 
fore be looked upon as available for large quantities of water except 
in cases of emergencv and for short time periods only. 

If the city were the owner of the waterworks under the circum- 
stances, as above explained; attending their possible expansion, it 
would seem that the first step to take would be to supplement the 
developed supply by adding a large amount of Sierra Nevada 
water. When this is accomphshed the doubtful or least desir- 
able sources now in use, such as Lake Merced, should, at least 
temporarily, go out of use. A time will then come when the 
works bringing to the city the mountain water will be taxed to their 
capacities. These works can then be added to and capacity increased 
until the limit of increase, indicated by the productiveness of the 
source, has been reached. This will be at a remote day, but when 
it comes recourse may still be had to the various additional near-by 
sources of water. 

Supplemented by pure mountain water, the yield of the present 
sources of supply would be improved in quality. The peninsular 
reservoirs would be kept full of water, or nearly so, and the Alameda 
gravels and Lake Merced would be called upon for water only when 
an emergency made this necessary. 

THE TUOLUMNE RIVER PROJECTED DEVELOPMENT. 

Although required, as city engineer, to plan waterworks with the 
Tuolumne River as the sole source of supply, the writer in his report 
on this ])rojoct, and at other times, has pointed out that the needs 
of San Francisco would be best served by using the Tuolumne River 
sources in combination with the established waterworks system. 
No attempt has ever been made by him to belittle those advantages 
of the Spring Valley Water Works that are easily recognized in 
the nearness of its sources of supply to the place of use: in the relia- 
bility of the service rendered, due largely to the close proximity of 
some of its sources of supply to San Francisco and to works for safe- 
guarding the service; in the large capacitv of the storage reservoirs, 
which are close at hand, and in the fact tfiat the service is an estab- 
lished one. 

But the time is now at hand when a large addition to the water 
brought into San Francisco nuist be made, when it must be deter- 
mined whether this addition shall be made by the Spring Valley 
Water Company or by the city; whether, in sfiiort, the waterworks 
that supply water to San Francisco are to be municipally owned or 
whether the established company sliould be allowed, as m the past, 
to expand its system by adding to it more water from Coast Range 
sources. 

The writer's view that water consumption in San Francisco can 
be kept down to about SO i^allons per inhabitant is not shared by 
other engineers. Mr. Schussler, Mr. Steams, Mr. Schuyler, and others 
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are of the' opinion that the water consumption will increase much 
more rapidly than proportionally to population. They base their 
conclusions on the experience of other large cities, notably of cities 
in the United States. Reasons for not accepting their conclusions 
have already been set forth. Be this as it may, the fact remains 
that San Francisco is a rapidly growing community, for which vari- 
ous forecasts relating to future population have been made, and that 
the growing city will demand more water from year to year. 

The writer^s figures relating to future population, as published in 
official reports, would probably have turned out to be underestimates 
if the city had not received the great setback resulting from the fire 
of 1906. They are given in the following table without correction 
for the loss of population in 1906, together with the estimates made 
by Mr. Schussler. It now seems probable that in ten to fifty years 
the actual population, unless increased suddenly by the addition of 
new territory, will lie somewhere between the figuYes noted in the 
table. 

Population and water-consumption forecasts. 



Population. 



1910 
1920 
1930 
1940 
1950 



(Jnmskv 



415. (KK) 
490. 0(K) 

(•)50. (KM) 
735. 000 



Schussler. 



Water required 
per day. 



Ciruuskv. 



Schussler. 



I 



500. 000 

i,r,o. (K)o 

SOO. 0(<0 

9,')0. 0(M) 

1.100.000 



GalloTis. 
.■«.U 0.000 
39.2(K».<.(M) 

.52. 0(!0, (i(M) 

r>s.8i:o,ooo 110,000,000 



Oallonn. 

40. (m, 000 

55.ii<X),000 
72, 000. 000 
90. (K;0. 00(> 



(tuolumne) quantity. 

The quality of the water at the selected reservoir sites on Tuol- 
umne River was investigated with satisfactoiy result. The que^stion 
next to be answered related to the quantity that could be made 
available. On this point the writer, in his official reports, has been 
conservative. This Question was treated throughout from the point 
of view that the Tuolumne River would be made the sole source of 
supply. The water production in a year of minimum rainfall was, 
therefore, used as a basis for the cUscussion of quantity that could be 
delivered, while the increa.se that would result from holding water 
over from one year to another in special storage reservoirs was not 
taken into account. Neither was any full discussion attempted of 
the amount of water development that would be possible by increas- 
ing storage at the selected sites by building higher dams. It was 
enough for the purpose of the reports on this subject to show that a 
development of water in large quantity was possible and that after the 
needs of prior users on the stream were suppHed there would be 
enough left to warrant the construction of the waterworks. 

In the writer's official report on the Tuolumne River project it was. 
shown that Lake Eleanor reservoir, if given a useful capacity of 
12,000,000,000 gallons, would be nearly twice filled in years of normal 
rainfall, and in years of minimum rainfall about three-fourths by the 
run-off from the area directly tributary to the lake, and that the 
addition of other waters by interception, notably Cherry Creek, would 
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bring to the reservoir in any year more water than required to fill 
the empty reservoir. Likewise it was shown that no vear is to be 
expected in wliich the water flowing through Hetch llet<;hy Valley 
will not be 20 to 25 per cent greater tiian the proposed storage capac- 
itv of the reservoir. 

Tlie areas of the watersheds wliich are tributarv to Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and to Lake Eleanor have been estimated at 452 and at 84 
square miles, respectively. The drainao^e basin of the Tuolumne 
River at La Grange, where the diverting dam of Turlock and Modesto 
irrigation districts is located, is 1,501 square miles. It follows, there- 
fore, that there will be left in the river much of its natural flow entirely 
undisturbed by the works proposed for San Francisco. 

To make a satisfactory estimate of the quantity of water that can 
be developed on the Tuolumne River for use in San Francisco more 
data are required than are now available. It is necessary in this 
case to know not only how much water per annum reaches the res- 
ervoir sites and the capacities of the reservoirs and conduits, but 
also to know the demands that will be made upon the river by other 
users of its waters. It is knowTi that the river in the winter and 
spring months has a large flow, occasionally sending into San Joaquin 
Valley in four or five days as much water as would fill the proposed 
storage reservoirs. The retention of such storm waters in mountain 
reservoirs would admittedly be beneficial to all persons located on 
the river or using any of ite waters. During the high stages of the 
river natural flow would supplv all demands and there would be 
excess for storage. It is probable that the reservoirs would be drawn 
upon not more than eight months in any year. Their proposed capac- 
ity, therefore, enables a first approximation to be made or the amount 
oi water to be expected from this source. Estimated on this basis 
at least 170,000,000 gallons per day should be obtainable. 

That this is a conservative estimate and will be materially increased 
when more precise information is available appears from the follow- 
ing considerations: 

The assumed minimum annual rainfall on the tributary watersheds 
will fill the reservoirs. This minimum is 18 inches per annum. It 
is in all probability too low, and if too low much more water will be 
available for storage than has been assumed, and larger reservoirs 
would be justified to equalize the river's flow. 

No supplemental storage to equalize the flow as between years 
of copious rain and years of light rainfall has been assumed. Such 
additional storage is possible in the Hetch Hetchy Valley by con- 
structing a higher dam, and is possible in other sites of the Tuolunme 
basin. It is also obtainable near San Francisco, particularly if the 
Tuolumne project is made supplemental to the Spring Valley system. 

The determination of the run-oflt in a year or lignt rainfall is, in 
other words, only a first safe approximation of the amount of water 
to be expected, and it is in this sense that the above estimate should 
be accepted. * 

TUOLUMNE STORAGE BASINS AND CONDUITS. 

The works by means of which it was proposed by the writer to 
make the Tuolumne River water available in San Francisco may be 
brieflv described as follows: 

The granite gorge at the lower end of. the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
is to be closed by a masonry dam rising to a height of 150 feet above 
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the valley floor. The gorge at the surface of the river has a width 
of 136 feet. The crest length of the dam, 150 feet high, would be 
400 feet. The dam would be arched upstream and surplus water 
would flow over its crest. Above the dam would be a bridge. The 
surface area of the reservoir would be about 1,180 acres. Its storage ^^^ li f g 
capacity would be 33,000,000,000 o:allons. ^ 

The additional storage at Lake Eleanor is to be secured whenever 
conditions make it desirable to reflate the flow of Tuolumne River 
still further than would be possible by a dam at Hetch Hetchy 
Valley alone. The Lake Eleanor dam would be located about 1} 
miles below the lake on a solid rock ledge. It would be about f5 
feet hi^, slightly arched upstream, and would have a length of 1,300 
feet. The total amount or water impounded bv it would be about 
13,000,000,000 gallons, of which about 12,000,000,000 gallons could 
be made available. 

When still further storage is needed the first step to secure 
it will be to raise the Hetch Hetchy dam. An added height of 60 feet 
would about double the storage in Hetch Hetchy Valley. The higher 
dam would be quite feasible. 

Except at times when the reservoirs are full and water is wasted 
over the tops of the dams, the outflow from the reservoirs would be 
under control. The outflow from the Hetch Hetchy reservoir would 
flow in the deep gorge of Tuolumne River about 16 miles from the 
point where it is discnarffed through the reservoir outlet works to a 
diversion point at or a snort distance below the mouth of Jawbone 
Creek. A point about 1 mile below Jawbone Creek has been tentatively 
selected as the diversion point. Water from Lake Eleanor reservoir 
would also reach this point by flowing down Eleanor Creek to 
Cherry Creek and down Cherry Creek to the Tuolumne River. 

It is to be assumed that at this point the river water will rarely, if 
ever, be turbid. The diversion wiU, therefore, probably be practi- 
cally continuous. Suitable provision for keeping drift out of the 
conduit and for sluicing out sand deposits will, however, be made. 
The water taken out of the river will oe carried in canal and tunnel, 
with occasional inverted siphons (as across the canyon of the South 
Fork), about 28 miles to a mountain spur from which, in a distance 
less than 2,000 feet, a drop of 766 feet is available for the generation 
of power. This is at Bear Gulch. 

Below Bear Gulch the canal will be cut into the mountain slope on 
the south side of Tuolumne River at an elevation of about 350 feet 
above the water surface of the river. The conduit at Moccasin Creek 
will be an inverted siphon of iron pipes about a mile long. When Red 
Mountain Bar is reached Tuolumne River will be crossed, also in iron 
pipes forming an inverted siphon.- The w^ater discharged by this 
siphon, on the right or northwesterly bank of Tuolumne River, will 
flow a short distance, about 640 feet, in an open canal. It will then 
enter a tunnel 2,660 feet long, ynll be piped across a depression 
4,450 feet, will enter another tunnel 1,130 feet long, will be piped 
across another depression, and '^dll then enter a timnel 11,430 feet 
long that will discliarge it into the watershed of Drj^ Creek. A short 
canal will carry it to a point from which it can be dropped 330 feet to 
the elevation selected for the head of the pipes across the San Joaquin 
Valley. 

Both the drop at Bear Gulch of 766 feet and that at Dry Creek of 
330 feet are to be utilized to generate power which can be transmitted 



270 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

electrically across San Joaquin Valley and there utilized to pump the 
water over the Livermore rass at Altamont. Suitable power installa- 
tions are to be made for this purpose. It will not, however, be neces- 
sary to erect a power station at Dry Creek so long as only a part of the 
water arriving at Bear Gulch will l)e required for use in San Francisco. 
Power generation may thus, for many years, be confined to the single 
station. 

The surplus water there used for power will be a part of that which 
would under any circumstances have been allowed to flow in the river 
to La Grange for the irrigation canals. 

• After passing the Dry Creek power station the water will be deUv- 
ered into the San Joaquin Valley pipes from a small reservoir. Local 
run-off is to be excluaed from this reservoir, and it will be equipped 
with adequate outlet structures to screen and control the water flow- 
ing into the pipes and to drain the reservoir when necessary. The 
water surface in this reservoir is to be at 567 feet above citv base. 

Across the San Joaquin Valley, in a direction almost due west, the 
water will be carried 60.5 miles in riveted pipes 48 inches in diameter- 
Stanislaus River will be crossed on a bridge, a long stretch of land sub- 
ject to occasional overflow will be crossed on a trestle, and the San 
Joaquin River, which at certain seasons of the year is navigable, will be 
crossed in submerged pipes. The project as outlined made provision 
for two 48-inch pipes across the San Joaquin Valley. Li case that the 
Tuolumne project is to supplement the Spring Valley system, only 
one pipe would at the outset be required, and this would perhaps bJe 
of some other diameter, probably somewhat larger. 

The San Joaquin Valley pipes will discharge into a receiving reser- 
voir at the Altamont pumping station, and from this reservoir the 
water is to be pumped over Livermore Pass. The receiving reservoir 
will be at elevation 155 feet, and the Altamont reservoir at elevation 
740 feet above city base. AUowing for the friction in the force mains, 
tlie pressure at the pumps will be equivalent to a head of about 625 
feet. The pumping pliant is to be of high duty, arranged for operation 
with electrically transmitted power. Some steam power is to be held 
in reserve for use in emergency. 

On the summit at Livermore Pass the water will be discharged 
into the Altamont reservoir, which is to have a capacity of about 
200,000,000 gallons. This reservoir is at the head of the long line 
of pipes in which the water will be carried into and across Santa Clara 
Valley. The route of the conduit will be westerly through the 
Livermore Valley across a ridge of hills between Valle and Calaveras 
creeks, where there will be a tunnel 1 mile long, thence crossing 
the Calaveras Creek and over the ridge west of thig creek into 
the Santa Clara Valley. At the point where Santa Clara Valley 
is reached a drop of 80 feet is practicable. It may, upon further 
study, be found desirable to utilize all of this extra head in the 
conduit, therebv reducing the size of pipes somewhat. Under the 

Sroject as outlined in the official report, here (as across the San 
oaquin and Livermore valleys) two lines of 48-inch riveted iron 
pipe each with a capacity of 30,000,000 gallons will be requisite. 
The route of these pipes will be around the southerly end of San 
Francisco Bay and thence northwesterly and northerly to an entrance 
into San Francisco by way of Colma. The location of the main 
supply pipes within San Francisco will be on the westerly slope of 
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the main peninsula ridge, at an elevation between 200 and 220 feet, 
to the Ocean House road; along this road a short distance, thence 
by tunnel to the easterly side of the ridge at about elevation 214 feet. 

For a system of waterworks, with Tuolumne River as the sole 
source of supply, it would be necessar}" to provide storage facilities 
somewhere near San Francisco for at least a thirty-day supply. 
Much more would be desirable, because the waterworks of a large 
city should be amply safe^juarded. No large reservoir site in or near 
San Francisco has been discovered at sullicient altitude to permit 
delivery of water from it to San Francisco by gravity flow. The best 
site that has been discovered is located near Belmont. Bv means 
of a dam rising to a height of about 105 feet above the present surface 
of the ground, water can there be impounded to the extent of 
3,000,000,000 gallons — a fifty-day supply when the water consump- 
tion of the city has reached 60,000,000 gallons per day. The water 
surface in this reservoir would be at elevation 177 feet above city 
base, not high enough to flow* over the divide near Colma. 

The Belmont reservoir would be iilleil from tlie Tuolumne mains 
and tlie water tliere stored would in tl.e cuse of an emergency be 
pumped into San Francisco through tlie riortherly section of tlie main 
pipes. Under the project as outlined a pump ca})acity of 30,000,000 
gallons j)er day was proposed for this point. 

(tuolumne) distribution system. 

There would be two receiving reservoirs in San Francisco, one with 
a capacity of 100,000,000 gallons on tlie House of Refuge lot, at the 
intersection of San Jos6 and Ocean avenues, and anotlier east of 
Mission road, just south of Amazon avenue. The arrangement of 
the discharge into tlie receiving reservoirs is to be such that the full 
volume of water reaching the city can be sent into either of them. 
The elevation of these reservoirs wohld be 196 feet. 

The distributing system that would be necessary for the water 
arriving in the city as described was carefully studied. To main- 
tain adequate pressure, and yet avoid excessive pressure in the pipes, 
it was found desirable to arrange tlie water distribution in five levels, 
of which the low level alone was to be served bv gravitv flow direct 
from the receiving reservoirs. All other levels were to be sei*ved from 
two punii)ing stations, one located in the block bounded by Seven- 
teenth, Eighteenth, Diamond, and Eureka streets, and the other 
located near the House of Refuge receiving reservoir. 

On the low^-level system there were to be three reservoirs and two 
tanks with a combined storage capacity of 26,912,000 gallons. 

On the second level there would be two reservoirs and two tanks 
with an aggregate storage capacity of 29,830,000 gallons. 

On the third level there w^ould be one reservoir and seven tanks 
with an aggregate storage capacity of 3,233,000 gallons. 

. On the fourth level the storage to be provided m three tanks would 
be 1,448,000 gallons. 

On the fifth level in two tanks storage to the amount of 1,300,000 
gallons would be provided. 

The combined storage capacity of all the reservoirs on the city 
distributing system, including the two receiving reservoirs, would be 
218,343,000 gallons. 
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It is not necessary to describe the distributing system in detail. 
This paper would become too long if this were attempted. The dia- 
grams and general location maps further illustrate the salient features 
of the project. It should,/ however, be stated that the distributing 
system of reservoirs, pumping plants, and interconnecting pipes of 
the Tuolumne River project were planned to meet fully the require- 
ments of the city. On this subject the report of 1902 may be 
quoted: *^At the special reauest of the fire department, the smallest 
pipes on main streets have oeen planned 8 inches in diameter. This 
18, in some cases, perhaps, in excess of immediate reauirements, but 
as the pipes laid would serve from fifty to one hundrea or more years, 
and the additional cost involved is small, it was thought advisable to 
comply with this request. The smallest mains in streets of secondary 
rank, and where only one or two fire hydrants are to be served, are 
to have a diameter of 6 inches.'' 

The distributing system thus plannec^ would have been superior to 
the pipe system and reservoirs now m service. However, in the 
report on the Tuolumne River project, in discussing the same as a 
project to supplement the established works, the writer says: 

The citjr distributing sjTjtem [of the Spring Valley Water Company] would come 
into use without modification, except the placing of larger mains m some sections of 
the city to insure the best possible fire protection, and the construction of a number 
of new reservoirs and tanks and an improvement of the pumping facilities. It is ' 
thought that an expenditure of $1,000,000 in betterments of this kind would be at once 
justified if the Spring Valley Water Works were augmented by a supply from the 
Sierra Nevada, and that about $500,000 would cover the cost of the receiving reservoir 
at the House of Refuge lot, and its service mains. 

(TUOLUMNE) PURITY. 

In the progress report already referred to, after quoting Col. G. H. 
Mendell's favorable opinion o! the high mountains of the Sierra 
Nevada (3,000 or 4,000 feet upward to the summit ridge) as a source 
of water for municipal use, the writer says: 

Further observations have confirmed this view, and from personal examinations of 
the drainage basins of the rivers descending these western slopes, from the Yuba south- 
ward to the Merced, it is to be added that in other reapectij some of these drainage 
basins are ideal drainage grounds for a city water supply. The snow which accumu- 
lates during the winter and is not all melted until miasummer performs the same func- 
tion as storage reservoirs, equalizing the flow of the rivers. The severity of the climate 
and the rupgedness of the regions of high altitude in the Sierra Nevada render them 
uninhabitable and, it might almost be said, inaccof^sible for the greater portion of the 
year. Great areas, particularly southward from the drainage basin of tne Stanislaus 
River have in the past been accessible for pasturage only to a very limited extent, and 
they are now still protected against occupancy by man by being made national parks 
and forei^t reserves. The high Sierra is a region of granites, slates, and lava, much of it 
bare, not yet covered with soil. Over vast areas the recent action of glaciers is traceable. 

The polished striated surfaces of the granite still glisten in the sunshine. Hundreds 
of small lakes have been carved out of the original surface of the country by the glacial 
action, notably in the region which includes the headwaters of the Stanislaus, Tuo- 
lumne, and Merced rivers, and the other streams of the Sierra Nevada farther to the 
south. Other lakes are formed, in part, at least, by the terminal moraines of glaciers, 
which have been left as barriers across the original outlets of valleys ♦ * *. 

Throughout the high mountain region, and particularly in those portions thereof 
which show marked glacial action, lakes, as already stated, are numerous. Some of 
these are of considerable size, among the best known being lUue Lakes, Lake Eleanor, 
and Lake Tenaya. The water of those lakes is, almost without exception, of remark- 
able purity. A large number have been personally visited and no reason seems appar- 
ent why the water of those of the glaciated, uninhabite<i high mountain regions south- 
ward from Lake Tahoe should not be considered equal in quality or even preferable to 
the water of Lake Tahoe, around which there will always be more or less marginal land 
available for human occupancy and desirable as a summer resort. 
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The quality of the water obtainable from Tuolumne River may be 
judged rrom the analyses made by the city chemist, Mr. Frank T. 
Green, in 1903. 

Two sampler of water were taken in sterilized large bottles by a 
chemist, Mr. J. H. Gray, acting under the wiiter's direction, the one 
from Lake Eleanor on September 30, 1903, the other on the same day 
from Tuolumne River in Hetch Hetchy Valley. The river was at that 
time at a low stage. The sample from the lake, it was thought, 
might be regarded as typical of the water that would be held in the 
enlarged Eleanor reservoir and in the proposed Hetch Hetchy reser- 
The results of the analysis were favorable, as will be seen from 



voir. 



the following, submitted by Mr. Green under date of November 7, 

1903: 

Result of analysis. 

[Parts In 100,000.] 



Lake 
Eleanor. 



Total solids 

Logs on ignition 

Fixed residue 

Chlorine as chlorides 

Oxygen consamed 

Nitrogen as albuminoid ammonia 

In first 50 cubic centimeters per cent. 

In second 50 cubic centimeters do | 

In third 60 cubic centimeters do i 

In fourth 60 cubic centimeters do | 

Nitrogen as free ammonia ■ 

In first 50 cubic centimeters per cent. . ^ 

In second 50 cubic centimeters do 

In third SO cubic centimeteis do [ 

Nttzogon as nitrites 1 

Nitrogen as nitrates 



1.4 

0.4 

1.0 

0.198 

0.132 

0.006 
55 
37 

8 



0.004 

60 

34 

16 

0.00003 
0.0024 



Tuolumne 
River. 



3.0 

0.4 

2.6 

0.357 

0.07 

0.005 
53 
26 
13 

8 

0.0024 
77 
18 

8 

0.00004 

0.0012 



QiumtUative (acids and bases). 
[Parts in 100,000.] o 



Total solids 

Fixed residue 

Silica. SiOi 

Magnesia, MgO 

Iron and alumina, Fe«Oi, AliO«. . . 

Lime, CaO 

Sulphur trioxide, SOi 

Sodium chloride, NaCl 

Oarbon dioxide and undetermined 



Lake Elea- 


Tuolumne 


nor. 


River. 


1.40 


3.00 


1.00 


2.60 


0.307 


0.567 


0.028 


a060 


0.017 


0.067 


0.127 


0.377 


a 101 


0.131 


0.327 


0.500 


0.093 


0.818 



«One liter, the quantity used In each estimation, except in case of sulphates, then 500 cubic 
centimeters. 

Calculated into salts. 
[Parts hi 100,000.] 



Calcium sulphate, QaSOi 

Calcium carbonate, CaCOs 

Ma^nes 1 um carbonate. MgCOs 

Sodium chloride, NaCl 

Silica, SiO« 

Iron and alumina, FeiOx,Al]03 

Undetermined 

68714 — s F ft H H BES — 09 18 



Lake Elea- 


Tuolumne 


nor. 


River. 


0. 1717 


0.222 


0. 1014 


0.509 


0.0588 


0.126 


0.3270 


0.500 


0.3070 


0.6(J7 


0.0170 


0.057 


0.0171 


0.629 
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It is reasonably certain that Tuolumne Kiver at its high stti^e^ 
would show still less of total solids in solution. 

The following analysis of a sample of Lake Tahoe water, taken oh 
October 16, 1900, was made by Mr. J. II. Gray, acting under the 
writer's direction. It is noted for comparison and to show the gen- 
eral excellency of the waters originating in the high mountains of the 
Sierra Nevada. 

Lake Tahoe water. 

[Parts in 100,000.] 

Total solidH fi. 5 

Loss on ignitiou 1. 5 

Fixed residue 5. 

Chlorine 0. 142 

Nitrogen as nitrites None. 

Nitrogen as nitrates Trace. 

Nitrc^en as free ammonia i. 0. 0006 

Nitrogen as albuminoid ammonia 0. 0034 

In first 50 cubic centimeters per cent . . 71 

In second 50 cubic centimeters do 23 

In third 50 cubic centimeters do 6 

Oxygen consumed 0. 010 

Bacteria at 100 yards off shore, per cubic centimeter 1 

Bacteria at 200 yards off shore, per cubic centimeter 

Bacteria at 300 yards off shore, per cubic centimeter 

Bacteria at 500 yards off shore, per cubic centimeter 

The water for the bacteriological examination was taken at a later 
date. It was plated immediately upon being taken, and the results 
noted are considered reliable. 

A sample of water for bacteriological examination from near the 
lake outlet, taken at the same time that the samples for chemical 
analysis were taken, showed a few bacteria (60 per cubic centimeter 
are recorded, p. 344, Appendix Municipal Reports of San Francisco, 
1900-1901), but it is noted (on p. 379) that the detennination of 
the number of bacteria should be ignored, because immediately after 
the samples were taken a light, flaky substance was noticed in the 
water, and because a delay m transportation occurred, making the 
time two days before the samples reached the laboratory. 

Analyses of the waters that were being furnished to San Francisco 
in 1900 and 1901 by the Spring Valley Water Works were also made. 
The results are published in the Municipal Reports of 1900-1901, 
appendix, page 353 et seq. Later analyses in large numbers have 
been macie by the city chemist under direction of the board of health. 

(tvolumne) cost. 

In 1902 a cost estimate was made of waterworks with Tuolumne 
River as the sole source of supply. The capacity of the works, 
which were made the basis of the cost estimate, was 60,000,000 gal- 
lons per day. The money, to be raised by a bond issue, was esti- 
mated at $39,531,000. this includes $8,807,000 for a distributing 
system. Interest during construction was not included, because no 
part of the interest on the bonds would be paid out of the construction 
fund resulting from the sale of bohds. 

Six years have elapsed since the cost estimate was made. Since 
that time the country has been swept by a wave of prosperity attended 
by a material increase of prices or materials and of wages, and this 
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wave has been followed by a ])erio(l of more or less business depression 
attended by falling prices of materials and by a lower wage scale. 
The cost estimate, therefore, needs some revision. This revision and 
a suitable adjustment of the works to altered requirements would be 
all the more necessary if the project is to be so modified that it will 
supplenient tlie Spring Valley system. 

ilie cost estimate of the I'uolunuie River water sui)ply proj- 
ect, made by the writer as cit}' engineer, was based on surveys 
and examinations covering all parts of the project. The res- 
ervoir contents were determined from contour lines surveyed by 
the United States Geological Survey. The dams at Lake Eleanor 
and across the Tuolumne Kiver at the lower end of the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley were planned after the sites had been surveyed and examined 
in person. The route for the canal and tunnels and pipe lines was 
surveyed throughout. The distributing system in the city, includ- 
ing receiving and distributing reservoirs and pumping stations, was 
worked out m sufficient detail to show location and plans ofproposed 
structures and the complete network of pipes reauired. The maps 
and diagrams that were prepared to illustrate the project and to 
accompany the report were 36 in number. They are enumerated in 
the letter transmitting the Tuolumne River report. This enumera- 
tion does not, however, include the plane table survey sheets, of which 
there were a large number showing the conduit route. 

In the water-rate crises still pending the engineer experts of the 
Spring Valley Water Company call attention to the underestimate 
of the cost of the proposed Tuolumne River project. These experts 
aU testify to the need of carrying the water from the proposedpoint 
of diversion from Tuolumne Iliver — in fact, from the moutn of Cnerry 
Creek some miles farther upstream — to San Francisco in covered con- 
duits. Reservoirs, notably the Hetch Hetchy itself, which is located 
in the mountains at an altitude of 3,600 feet, are referred to eia 
exposed to the hot sun, and this is noted as detrimental to the water 
quaUty. These criticisms are made, first, to discredit the superior 
quality of the mountain water as delivered, and, second, to establish 
a high cost of works for purposes of comparison with the Spring Valley 
system. 

Among the engineers who have thus declared it to be necessary to 
cover the proposed open canal are Mr. F. P. Steams and Mr. Jas. D. 
Schuyler. Their testimony is best refuted by quotations from a 
report in which they both joined a few months later. 

Mr, Steams, testifying in 1905 relating to the open-canal section 
of the Tuolumne project, says: 

In an unlined open canal on a steep hillside, as in this case, water would deteriorate 
in quality both by its exposure to the sun in the shallow canal and by opportunity 
afforded for the pollution of the water; some would be lost by filtration, and such a 
canal would be more liable to accidents and interruption than a tunnel. It would 
seem to me advisable, in view of the very Q;reat length and cost of the work, that this 
portion should be built wholly in tunnel, fully lined, so that the works would be less 
liable to interruption and to the liability of pollution and deterioration of the water 
which I have spoken of. 

Mr. Schuyler in the same connection says: 

I do not believe that the water would maintain its purity after it left the headworks 
unless the scheme as outlined by him were to be materially changed and the water 
earned throughout in closed conduits. The proposition of carrying the water for 27 
or 28 miles in open ditches along the mountain sides is one which must necessarily 
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lead to constant pollution of the supply, not only from matter picked up from the bed 
and banks of the canal as it passes along, but it would be exposed to the action of the 
sun throughout that distance and subjected to the pollution from the drainage of the 
pastures through which it passed and subject to pollution from the wash of the moun- 
tain sides in storms and also from landsliaes from the mountains. The blowing of dust 
and leaves and other matter borne by the winds and deposited in the canal would 
further add to the pollution of the water. 

Most of this open canal is to be along steep hillside. The following 
extracts are from the city engineer's report of 1902: 

The bottom width of the canal will be 9 feet; the proposed depth of water 5 feet. 
Rain water accumulating on the hillsides above the canal is to be intercepted by a 
proper system of small ditches which will lead the water into ravines for whicn a 
crossing over or under the canal will be provided in each case as may be best adapted 
to local conditions. 

After flowing down the Tuoliunne River some 16 miles, and then 
in conduits, of which about 28 miles are of the uncovered type, the 
water will pass through two small reservoirs at the head of the Dry 
Creek power station, through a small reservoir at the head of the San 
Joaquin Valley siphon, through a small reservoir at the Altamont 
pumping station, through a reservoir having a capacity of 206,000,000 
gallons at Altamont summit, besides 152 miles of tunnel and pipe, 
and if it should be thought desirable, can be made to flow through 
the proposed Belmont reservoir, whose capacity is estimated at 
3,000,000,000 gallons, though this would involve some additional 
pumping. 

With these facts in mind Messrs. Steams and Schuyler may be 
again quoted. They joined with Mr. John R. Freeman, in a report 
dated December 22, 1906, on the project now accepted of supplying 
Owens River water to Los Angeles through a conduit 231 miles long. 
They say in this report : 

Our examination of the streams in the Owens Valley showed that the creeks coming 
from the Sierras furnished water which is clear, colorless, and attractive; the water in 
the river, bein^ made up of the combined flow of these creeks, is of similar character, 
but has a slight turbidity and stain, owing apparently to drainage from the marshes in 
Long Valley and to other return water from the canals and irrigated lands. This feature 
would make the water somewhat objectionable if it were to flow directly from the 
river into the city pipes, and [but] it has little or no significance in tne present 
instance, where the water, after being taken from the river, is to be held for a long 
time in a large storage reservoir, where the mineral particles which produce the tur- 
bidity will have time to settle. The long period of storage in the reservoir will also 
be an important safeguard against the transmission of disease germs should any enter 
the water of the river, because it has been found, both by experiment and experience, 
that disease germs are all, or nearly all, destroyed where the water lb held sufficiently 
long in reservoirs. 

The Los Angeles conduit, as recommended by the engineers above 
named, will be an open canal for 20 miles in Owens Valley; thence, 
still in this valley, for 40 miles it will be an open canal lined on bot- 
tom and sides with masonry laid in Portland cement. The next 16 
miles of the conduit are also to be of the open type, lined with masonry. 
In the following 24.5 miles there will be a succession of tunnels, 
siphon pipes, and sections of bench conduit along mountain sides, 
the latter covered at the outset with reenforced concrete. Then 
come 20 miles of open, lined canal of easy excavation, with less than 
4,000 feet of steel flumes and pipes crossing dry wastes. All of the 
next 21.5 miles of the conduit will be under cover. The canal then 
emerges upon the smooth plains of Antelope Valley and will be lined, 
but without cover, for 64.5 miles. This stretch of the conduit is 
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followed by a tunnel nearly 5 miles long to San Francisquito Canyon. 
The water is to flow dovm this canyon 11 miles until its use for power 
development becomes sufficiently important to justify the substitu- 
tion of an artificial conduit. From oan Francisquito Canyon to the 
head of the San Fernando Valley the water wiU be carried 15.18 
miles in tunnels, siphons, and covered canal. 

Of the 164.5 miles of the lined section of the Los Angeles Aqueduct 
19.8 miles are to be put under cover. The rest of the lined sections, 
144.7 miles, are to be left open for the first five years of operation. 
The 22.2 miles of unlined canal are to remain open permanently, 
and the 11 miles of natural water course for an indefinite period, to 
say nothing of the flow of the water for many miles in Owens River 
above the proposed point of diversion. 

The consultmg engineers say of this project: 

We find the project admirable in conception and outline, and full of promise for 
the continued prosperity of the city of Los Angeles. 

Compared wnth Owens River the Tuolumne Iliver is a far more 
desirable source of supply. Are not, therefore, the same words of 
praise applicable to tne Tuolumne Kiver project, in so far as the 
source of supply and the compared features of the project are con- 
cerned ? 

It is not necessary to notice other criticisms of the Tuolumne 
River water supply project by the engineer experts who testified for 
the Spring Valley Water Company. These, particularly such as 
those relating to the city engineer's failure to include in his cost esti- 
mate interest during the construction of the works, must be assumed 
to have originated in a desire to show a probable high cost for any 
system of waterworks independent of the Spring Valley system, in 
order that any weight given to a comparison with the cost of bring- 
ing in other water may be in favor of a high valuation of the Spring 
Valley Water Company's works. The matter of interest during con- 
struction is referred to in the city engineer's report, but was not 
included in the cost estimate to be used as a basis for a bond issue, 
because, as already stated, it was not proposed to make it a part of 
the bond issue. It is admittedly an expense connected with water- 
works construction, but in the case of a municipality the fund out 
of which to pay it originates in the tax levy and is not a part of the 
fund resulting from the sale of bonds, as is usually the case when pri- 
vate corporations proceed with construction of works under a bond 
issue. Its omission from a cost estimate which was to serve as a 
basis for a municipal bond issue was not, therefore, an oversight. 

SUCCINCT STATEMENT OF CONCLUSIONS. 

In weighing the merits of sources of water for the supply of San 
Francisco particular attention must be given to the following points: 

The quality of the water. 

The quantity of water that can be made available. 

The reliability of the service. 

The cost. 

The main consideration is quality. The water supplied to a 
municipality must be pure and wholesome. It should be above sus- 
picion. The best water within reach of San Francisco, in the light of 
all the information now available, is the water of the high Sierras. 
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In the Sierra Nevada Mountains tliere are great areas of uninhabit- 
able territory. Regions are there to be found to which human 
activities are not likely to be attracted, and of these many, 
by inclusion in national forest reservations and parks, will 
receive Federal protection against invasion by any undesirable 
activity. These regions are, in part at least, of the bare granite 
type at high altitude. A careful study and exploration of these 
regions from Yuba River southward to the Merced River has 
led to the selection of watersheds on the headwaters of the 
Tuolumne River as the most desirable producing ground for 
water for San Francisco. Some of the facts that compel this 
conclusion may be briefly reviewed. Not one of the Sierra Nevada 
rivers, except Feather River, has a summer flow which would be 
adequate to meet the requirements of San Francisco in the matter 
of sufliciency of supply. But Feather River is out of consideration 
by reason of the remoteness of this source, the disadvantage of a con- 
duit route that would cross the straits of Carquinez and the Bay of 
San Francisco, and the unfavorable collecting ground of the water, 
the vast extent and accessibility of which would render it impossible 
to exclude human habitations. 

Water storage may, therefore, be set down as a requisite feature 
of any Sierra Nevada water project. 

This having been determined, it is natural that the first thought 
should be of Lake Tahoe as an ideal source of water. No fault can 
be found with the quality of the water in the lake, which has a siu*- 
face area of 250 square miles and is fed by the run-otf from 250 
square miles of high vsurrounding mountains. The mean annual out- 
flow from the lake, through Truckee River, is equal to a layer of 
water 17 inches deep over the lake surface. This would be adequate 
for a population of about 2,000,000 people. Moreover, this water 
production could be increase<l somewhat by adding the water of 
Rubicon Creek, making an interconnection between a small reservoir 
on Rubicon Creek and the lake bv tunnel, in which water would flow 
into or out of the lake according to whether tlie creek were producing 
more or less water than condiiit capacity to the city. But there are 
riparian rights around Lake Tahoe and improved properties on the 
lake shore, there are accjuired rights to the flow of Truckee River for 
various purposes, and, moreover, full use is to be made of the entire 
stream now in Nevada for irrigation. The superior use of the water 
for a municipal supply might be. difficult to establish, particularly 
as the lake, and the watershed tributary to the lake, lie in two Stated 
and the flow from the lake is into the neighboriDg State, Nevada. 
So long as other adequate sources of supply in the Sierra Nevada are 
available, Lake Tahoe may, tlierefore, be dismissed from consideration. 

Yuba River has received due consideration in the water-supply 
investigation, more perhaps, than this river deserved. The same 
objection to location applies as in the case of Feather River. The 
water would be under suspicion of ccmtamination and should be 
filtered before use. As in the case of a Feather River project, the 
crossing of the Bay of San Francisco is a feature that weighs heavily 
against the project. 

American River comes under consideration on the same basis 
as the remaining Sierra Nevada streams. Its low-water flow is 
already appropriated and in use for various purposes. Wat^r to 
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be made available on this stream must be impounded in reservoirs. 
Sites for large reservoirs, located so that they can be filled, have 
not been found in the high mountains. Long conduits of large 
capacity to low mountain basins, where local undesirable run-off 
complicates the problem, become features of the various American 
River projects. The high mountain area that belongs in the class 
that can be permanently preserved in an unhi habited ctmdition is 
relatively small. This river, therefore, is less attractive than the 
Tuolumne, to which these objections relating to storage facilities 
and protection of watersheds do not apply. 

Cosumnes River has, properly speaking, no high moimtain water- 
sheds. 

Mokelumne River, under cooperation of water-power companies, 
which control the situation, can be made available, but storage will 
be scattered in a large number of relatively small reservoirs and there 
will be much human activity in some of th(* areas tributary to the 
storage sites. It offers no such clean-cut and attractive project as / 
that outlined for the Tuolumne River. 

On the Stanislaus River there are fair opportunities for storing 
water, but they are scattered and are, in part at least, already in use 
to supply water for power and other useful purposes. There is no 
place known on this stream where there is any approximation to the 
advantages offered by such a site as Iletch Iletchy Valley on the 
Tuolumne River. 

In the case of Tuolumne River, as has been ]>ointe(l out, 
exceptional facilities exist for storing water. Two sites were 
selected for the city of San Francisco. Both of these and the 
tributarv watersheds are within a national forest reservation. 
Both are high enough in the mountains to exclude from tributarv 
watersheds the undesirable lower-lying mountain slopes. Their 
combined storage capacity, as originally planned, is about 
45,000,000,000 gallons of water. This can be doubled by making 
the dams higher. Where the river below these dams will carry 
the water to a point of diversion, the river lies in a deep canyon and 
its accessions are from small timbered mountain areas. Should it 
ever become desirable to exclude parts of these watersheds below 
the main reservoirs, this can be done by extending the headworks 
farther upstream. The fact that the divide between the main fork 
of the Tuolumne and the South Fork above the selected point of 
diversion lies very close to the main stream is a favorable feature; 
there will probably never be any south side run-off, except local 
hillside waters, to be excluded. On the north side of the main stream 
Cherry Creek drains a region which is throughout acceptable as a 
tributary watershed. The only other stream of note coming in from 
the nofth is Jawbone Creek, on which, in the course of time, lumber 
interests may concentrate sufficient population, for a time at least, 
to make its exclusion desirable. A short extension of the canal 
upstream (about IJ miles) would accomplish tliis. 

The route for a conduit to bring the water from Tuolumne River 
to San Francisco is practicable and has, as stated, been surveyed. 
It includes a very long pipe line, but this, as is well known, is a nec- 
essary feature of any project for a water supply from the Sierra 
Nevada 
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San Francisco has now advanced to the point where she controls 
storage sites in which abundant storm water from high mountain 
watersheds may be impounded to meet the needs of the growing city 
for many years. The secured source of supply can be used to sup- 
plement the Spring Valley system, or the water can be brought to 
the city in independent waterworks. 

The city must now determine whether to adopt any or none of the 
following methods of procedure: 

1. Continue as at present, water to be suppUed by the Spring 
Valley Water Company at a fair compensation, and the works to be 
expanded to other sources as the neeas of the city demand. 

2. Construct an independent system of works with the Tuolumne 
River as a source of supply. 

3. Acquire by purchase the estabUshed waterworks and add 
thereto, as a first enlargement, water from Tuolumne River. 

The disadvantages of the first course of action have been made 
plain by experience. It will continue to involve the citv in an annual 
wrangle with the water company concerning rates. The water com- 
pany will, as in the past, find it difficult to extend its works as rapidly 
as good judgment would indicate to be desirable. The probabiUty 
willbe that other noar-at-hand sources of supply will be aaded before 
the works will be extended to any Sierra Nevada source. 

If the city constructs a municipal system of waterworks as an 
opposition plant to the established works, the outcome will be that 
the vajue of most of the properties of the Spring Valley Water Corn- 
pan v will be destroyed. This is particularly true of such portions 
of the works as can not be used for other purposes than the supply 
of water to San Francisco. Operation by the company in opposition 
to the municipality is entirely out of tlie question. The ratepayers 
will quickly learn that what they do not pay to the city in w^ater rates 
must be paid in taxes. The private company could not name rates 
low enough to hold consumers, particularly when quality of water 
is considered. But the construction of a system entirely apart from 
the old has its disadvantages. The pipe system in the city streets would 
have to be duplicated, and some 50,000 house connections would 
have to ])e made at large expense to the property owners. The con- 
struction of a new system of pipes extendmg along every street would 
do no small injury to street pavements. Should the company desire 
to save any pipe by removal from the ground this might mean a 
duplication oi much of the trenching. There would not be as much 
nearl)y storage as desirable. 

Now tliat the city is ready to move in the mattcM* of acquiring a 
system of water works, the only one of the three courses above 
enumerated that seems advisable Hes along lines imlicated in No. 3. 
Tlie city needs certain things which the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany has, and it needs some of them most aecidedly. 

The city needs t he distrihut in jr system of the wiiter company, pumps, 
reservoirs, tan' s, and pipes without reservati(Mi. Tlie city needs 
the peninsular storage system, Pilarcitos, San Andres, and Ciystal 
Sprin<i:s reservoirs and A\atersheds. The city needs tlie pipe lines 
from tliese reservoirs to the city and the receiving re»servoirs. The 
city n(»eds l^ake Merced as an emer<r(»a(y source of water, and it needs 
the Merced lands for park purposes. The city needs all of the prop- 
erties of the water company, particularly if it should be found uesir- 
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able to unite with other municipalities in the control of all nearby 
sources of water, and in the addition of a supply from the Sierra 
Nevada. 

The city, if it becomes the owner of the water company prop- 
erties, can continue the operation of the waterworks and make 
suitable provision for the increasing demand for water during the 

L time the Sierra Nevada works are under construction. 

^ If the city, on the other hand, enters upon the construction of 

independent water works, it must be expected that the Spring Val- 
ley Water C!ompany will curtail expenditures as much as possible, 
refraining particularly from new construction, and as a result there 
may be some years before the new works come into service in which 

> the water supply will prove deficient. 

In case that the course, which has been pointed out to be the 
natural one, be followed, the first step to be taken will be to reach 
an agreement with the Spring Valley Water Company concerning 
the price at which its properties will be sold to the city. It will then 
be possible to outline a water supply project based upon the works 
as now in service, supplemented by a water supply of prime quality 
from the Tuolumne Kiver, developed at the points where the city 
has already acquired rights of storage. 

Again quoting from the writer's report on available sources of 
water, dated November 24, 1902: 

Expense, so long as the same is within reason and not a burden upon the com- 
munity, should not be spared in obtaining the best water that may be had. 

There should be no hesitation, first, in acquiring the present water 
works, if this may be done at a fair price, and second, in reaching out 
to Hetch Hetchy Valley and Lake Eleanor for an aaditional supply. 

[Note. — Discussion of this paper is invited, to be received by Fred. Brooks, Secre- 
tary, 31 Milk street, Boston, ny December 15, 1908, for publication in a subsequent 
number of the Journal.] 

BILL NO. 587 — ORDINANCE NO. 505 (NEW SERIES). 

SoUciting offers for the sale to the city and county of San Francisco 
of any existing public utility, to mt : A system of water supply and 
works for suppljdng water to said city and county and its inhabitants, 
or any portion thereof; expressing the determination of the board of 
' supervisors to consider any offers that may be made for the sale of 
such public utility, directing the clerk of this board of supervisors to 
give notice by publication that such offers are solicited and will be 
considered, tnis ordinance being the second of a series of ordinances 
to be adopted by the board of supervisors designed to secure the pub- 
lic utihty named. 

Be it ordained by tfie people of the city and county of San Francisco 
as follows: 

Section 1. The board of superv'isors does hereby solicit offers for 
the sale to the city and county of San Francisco of any existing pub- 
lic utiUty, to wit : A system of water supply and works for supplying 
water to said city and count}'' and its inhabitants, or any portion 
thereof, and any owner or owners of such system of water supply and 
works are hereby invited to submit proposals or offers in writing to 
the board of supervisors for the safe of the same to the city and 
county of San Francisco, and such proposals shall be filed with the 
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clerk of said board at any time within sixty days from the date of 
passage of this ordinance. And it is hereby announced and declared 
to be the purpose and intention of said board of supervisors to con- 
sider any and all proposals or ofTers that may be made for the sale of 
said described puoUc utility to the said city and county before sub- 
mitting propositions to the electors for the acquisition by original 
construction or condemnation of said described public utility, in order 
that the electora may have the benefit of acquiring the same at the 
lowest possible cost thereof. 

Sec. 2. The clerk of the board of supervisors is hereby directed to 

!)ublish for the period of thirty days a notice in substantially the fol- 
owing form: 

MOTICB. — SOUCITING OFFERS FOR THE SALE OF ANY EXISTING PUBLIC UTILITY, TO 
WIT, A SYSTEM OF WATER SUPPLY AND WORKS TO THE CITY AND COUNTY OP SAN 
FRANCISCO. 

Office of the clerk of tlie board of supervisors, city and county of 
San Francisco, , 1908. 

To all owners of any existing public utility, to wit, a water supply 
and works for supplymg water to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco and its inhaoitants or any portion tnereof. 

You are hereby solicited and invited to submit to the board of 
supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco on or before 

the — day of , 1908, an offer or offers in wTiting to sell to the 

said city and county any existing public utility, to wit, a system 
of water supply and works for supplying water to said city and 
county and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof, and that said 
board of supervisors will consider any and all such offers that may 
be submitted. 

That if you should fail or refuse to make such offer or offers, then 
it is the intention of the board of supervisors to continue to conduct 
such proceedings as may be necessary to submit to the voters of 
said city and county a proposition or propositions for the acquisition 
by original construction or condemnation of the public utilitj^ 
named herein, to wit, a syst-em of water supply and works for supply- 
ing water to said city and county and the inhabitants thereof. 

This notice is given in compliance with the provisions of the 
charter of the city and countv of San Francisco and of ordinance 

No. (new series), adopted , 1908, and approved , 

1908, and your attention is called to said ordinance ror further par- 
ticulars. 

Section 8. The clerk of said board is hereby dinnted to cause a 
copy of the aforesaid notice to be personally served upon any known 
owner of an}- existing public utility described herein, with a request 
that this board be informed at an early date as to the intention of 
such owner to submit an offer as solicited by such notice and this 
ordinance.' 

Section 4. In the event of a failure to receive any offer to sell 
to the city and county the herein described existing public utility, 
the board of supervisors hereby declares its intention of continuing 
to conduct such proceedings as may be necessary to submit to the 
voters of said city and county a proposition or propositions for the 
acquisition by original construction or condemnation of the public 
utilitv herein named. 
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Section 5. This ordinance is the second of a series of ordinances 
to be adopted by the board of supervisors relating to and designed 
to secure the acquisition, construction, and completion of the public 
utility named herein. 

Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect immediately. 

In board x)f supervisors, San Francisco, July 13, 1908. 

After having been published five successive days, according to 
law, taken up and finally passed by the following vote: 

Ayes — Supervisors Bancroft, Booth, Broderick, Center, Comte, 
Connolly, D Ancona, Giannini, Hocks, Jennings, Johnston, McAllister, 
McLeran, Murdock, Murphy, Payot, PoUok, liixford. 

John E. Beiian, Clerk. 
Approved, San Francisco, July 14, 1908. 

Edward V. Taylor, 
Mayor and ex officio Preftident of the Board of Supenmors. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 7, 1908. 

I, John E. Behan, clerk of the board of supervisors of the city and 
county of San Francisco, State of California, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of Ordinance No. 505 
(new series) as appears of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and placed the seal 
of the city and county of San Francisco this 7th day of December, 
1908. 

[seal.] John E. Behan, 

(^rlc of the Board of Supervisors of the City 
and County of San Francisco ^ State of California. 



NOTICE — SOLICITING OFFERS FOR THE SALE OF ANY EXISTING PUBLIC 
UTILITY, TO WIT, A SYSTEM OF WATER SUPPLY AND WORKS TO THE 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Office of the clerk of the board of supervisors, city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, July 18, 1908. 

To all owners of any existing public utility, to wit, a water supply 
and works for supplying water to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof: 

You are hereby solicited and invited to submit to the board of 
supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, on or before the 
14th day of September, 1908, an offer or offers in writing to sell to 
the said city and county any existing public utility, to wit, a system 
of water supply and works for supplying water to said city and 
county and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof, and that said 
board of supervisors will consider any and all such offers that may be 
submitted. 

That if you should fail or refuse to make such offer or offers, then 
it is the intention of the board of supervisors to continue to conduct 
such proceedings as may be necessary to submit to the voters of said 
city and county a proposition or propositions for the acquisition by 
original construction or condemnation of the public utility namea 
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herein^ to wit, a system of water supply and works for supplying 
water to said city and county and the innabitants thereof. 

This notice is given in compliance with the provisions of the charter 
of the city and county of San Francisco and of ordinance No. 605 
(new series), adopted July 13, 1908, and approved July 14, 1908, and 
your attention is called to said ordinance for further particulars. 

John E. Behan, Clerk. 



San Francisco, Cal., December 7, 1908. 

I, John E. Behan, clerk of the board of supervisors of the city and 
county of San Francisco, State of CaUfomia, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of notice sohcitin^ 
offers for the sale of any existing pubUc utility, to wit, a system or 
water supply and works to the city and county of San Francisco, as 
appears of record in this office. 

in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and placed the 
seal of the city and county of San Francisco tnis 7th day of Decem- 
ber, 1908. 

[seal.] John E. Behan, 

OUrk of the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of San Francisco j State of Calif omia. 



[From water^upply edition, Merohants' Association Review.] 

COLONEL HEUER ANALYZES THE NEEDS OF THE CASE — EMINENT 
ENGINEER DISCUSSES THE ESSENTiIlS OF A GOOD SUPPLY AND THB 
REAL VALUE OF THE PRESENT PLANT. 

At the conclusion of Mr. Partridge's address President Davis pre- 
sented Colonel Heuer, saying: f.,^ ,^ 

Gentlemen, first, let me extend the thanks of the Merchants' Association to the gentle- 
men who have so ably assisted in this evening's discussion. Then let me announce 
that it is our privilege in closing the evening to have with us a gentleman whose' 
service as United States Government engineer and chairman of the executive com- 
mittee of the Federated Water Committee, especially q^ualifies him to throw light 
upon the engineering features involved in the present situation. 

I have the honor to introduce the last speaker of the evening. Col. W. H. Heuer. 

Colonel Heuer said: 

The essential requirements f*)r a water supply for any city are quantity, quality, 
safety, and cost. 

So far as this city is concerned the quantity of water supplied has kept pace with 
its growth. It is capable of expansion, at reasonable expense, to furnish a supply 
exceeding 100,000,000 gallons per day, ample for a population of 1,000,000 people. 
Its existino: capacity is 35,000,000 gallons per day. 

The quality is satisfactory. Very few cities in the world have better water than 
San Francisco. 

As to its safety, the reservoirs holding upward of a two years' supply are almost 
at our door, and the source of supply is nowhere more than 50 miles distant, and all 
parts of the system are easily accessible. 

A HIGH FIRST COST. 

The coat of existing works is greater than those of most eastern cities of the same 
size, generally because of the high prices which had to be paid for the material and 
labor used in construction of the system. The materials had to be brought from the 
East at heavy transportation charget> and labor wages were higher here than in the East. 
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'^ The climatic conditions, absence of rain for nearl^r six months in the year, and the 
fact that there are no considerable streams in the drainage basins necessitate immense 
artificial storage reservoirs. In most eastern cities the water supply is drawn from 
lakes and rivers conveniently near and is distributed over flat or nearly level areas. 
Here it has to be supplied and distributed over a city of hills and pumped at various 
scattered localities and to heights of 500 feet or more above tide level; and in meet 
laige cities the waterworks are owned and operated by the municipality. 

WHY RATES ARE HIGH. 

This combination of circumstancen explains why the actual cost of water here is 
greater than in most eastern cities. 

Whether a waterworks system be owned and operated by a city or by a corporation, 
its establishment and installation is generally made by the sale of bonds. Interest, 
sinking fund, operation, and maintenance must be met either by the consumer or by 
the taxpayer. 

A water rate, supposed to be reasonable in amount, is fixed bv the city authorities 
or by commissions, by which, after a long term of years, the debt for construction, 
operation, maintenance, etc., is finally extinguished. To ascertain what a fair and ^ 
reasonable water rate should be, it is important to know the cost of the works or at 
least in some way to determine a close approximation to their actual value. There 
are various methods of doing this, viz: 

(9,) By capitalizing revenue or net earnings. 

(b) By ascertaining cost of original construction and establishment of works, leas 
depreciation of existing structures and materials. 

(c^ By estimating cost of reproducing similar works, less depreciation, etc. 

(d) Estimating cost of reproaucing such parts of existing works as can be embodied 
in a new and modem system of water supply for the city. 

WHICH METHOD SHOULD BE USED. 

Revenues depend laigely on water rates. Any change in rates affects revenue. 
Reduction in rates lessens it and cheapens the value of tne plant. Increase in rates 
raises the value of the plant. Hence by the capitalization plan the city authorities 
can, by changing the rates, readily control the supposed value. It therefore permits 
of great inju^ice, presents difficulties in reaching a fair valuation, and shoula never 
be ^vored unless ue water rates are fair and reasonable — that is, equitable— and the 
fairest wav to determine this is to ascertain when practicable the cost of the water- 
works ana that of their operation. These two items should then be used as a basis 
for valuation. 

WHAT THE SYSTEM COHT. 

Captain Payson, president of the Spring Valley Water Company, in his letter of 
April 13, 1908, to a committee of the board of supervisors, says: "The actual expend- 
iture for the creation of the system was over $28,000,000. An allowance for interest 
during construction added to above actual investment will probably exceed the price 
at which the property can be purchased by the city." This statement is worthy of 
careful consideiration and affords, with his statement of operating expenses, a starting 
point for determining actual valuation of the property. 

The water company also claims that during the past four or five years the water rates 
established by the boards of supervisors were insumcient to enable the company to pay 
operating expenses, maintenance, taxes, and a fair rate of interest on its investment. 
The result was that the company commenced action in the United States court in 1903, 
and since, to prevent enforcement of the ordinances establishing rates during several 
years past. 

ALLOWANCE FOR PIRB PROTECTION. 

One of the sources of revenue of the water company is the allowance which the citv 
makes for fire protection. Recently Captain Payson asked for a rate of $5 per month 
for each fire hydrant, and estimated, if this were allowed, it would afford an income 
from that source of $240,000 annually. Instead of allowing a $5 rate, it is reported the 
board of supervisors made a rate of $2.50 per hydrant, just half of Uie amount asked. 
Ck>ntrast this with the authorized issue 01 bonds, viz, $5,000,000 for fire protection. 
The interest on these bonds alone at 4 per cent, leaving out of consideration all oper- 
ating expenses, is $200,000 per year. 
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WHERE EXPERTS DIFFER. 

In teatimony uubmitted to the court estimates of valuation of the Spring Valley 
Water Company's property and plant were made by six or seven expert hydraulic 
engineers oi national reputation. Their estimates varied between the extreme figures 
of $51,500,000 and 122,736,643. In addition to these sworn estimates there are 
available seven separate estimates by the city engineers for each year from 1901 to 
1907, inclusive. Another estimate, based on the race value of the stock and bonds, 
is 131,859,000. The market value of the stock and bonds in 1907 was $20,422,970. 
Another estimate of value may be obtained by taking the amount which the city in 
1877 offered to pay — viz , $11,000,000 — for the peninsula system of the Spring 
Valley system and adding thereto the betterments niade from 1877 to 1905, inclusive — 
viz, $19,334,939— (as reported by Mr. Schussler) there results $30,334,939. 

The following are separate estimates obtained from different sources above re- 
ferred to: 

Schussler $51, 500,000 

Hering 46,000,000 

Schuyler 46, 000, 000 

Adams 35, 634, 397 

Face value stock and bonds 31, 859, OOO 

Value in 1877 and betterments 30,334,939 

Payson (1908) actually expended 28, 000, 000 

1901, city engineer's estimate 24, 667, 800 

1902, city engineer's estimate 24, 468, 210 

1903, city engineer's estimate 28, 024, 389 

1904, city engineer's estimate 24, 673, 212 

1905, city engineer's estimate 25, 001, 441 

1906, city engineer's estimate 25, 450, 327 

1907, city engineer's estimate 24, 569, 828 

Dockweiler 24,053,390 

Fitzgerald 22,736,643 

Market value stock and bonds (1907) 20,422,970 

Total 513,396,546 

Average 30, 199, 796 

Among these seventeen estimates are seven made by the city engineers, or rather 
by two men, in this seven-year period. If we take the average of each city engineer'e 
estimate, it boils down to two estimates. Considering these two items each as a sep- 
arate estimate and using them in the calculation instead of seven estimates, we then 
have an aggregate of twelve separate estimates instead of seventeen, the average of 
which is $31,417,245. ,^,^ ^^ ^^.^.j^ j 

THE REAL VALUE OF THE PLANT. 

From the twelve separate estimates numerous combinations can be made and aver- 
ages taken, for example, the average of the highest and lowest estimate, ^5,961,485: 
that of the two highest and two lowest, $35,167,403; that of the three highest ana 
three lowest, $35,120,500; that of the four highest and four lowest, $33,853,201; that 
of the five highest and five lowest, $32,725,438. 

By the various combinations we get estimates varying between the limits d 
$30,000,000 and $36,000,000. Somewhere between these estimates is probably the 
actual value of the Spring Valley Water Company's system. 

In 1877 the water company was delivering between 11,000,000 and 12,000,000 gal- 
lons per day. The city offered to purchase the works for $11,000,000. At present 
the company is delivering about 33,000,000 gallons per day; using the same ratio, 
the present value of the property should be about $33,000,000. 

As a check on this valuation, the city of New York is now developing an increased 
supply of water amounting to 150,000,000 gallons per day, at an estimated cost of 
$180,000,000. 

It has been asserted and can probably be demonstrated that the Alameda system, 
now supplying something in excess of 15,000,000 gallons per day, can be developed 
in San An^Dnio Creek at an expense of about $1,000,000, to supply in about one year's 
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lime an additional 10,000,000 Kallona per day. A further expenditure of about 
$2,500,000 in Arroyo Valley will furnish an additional 20,000,000 gallons per day, 
and, finally, when more water ifl required, il can be obtained from Calaveras Creek 
at an expenditure of between $10,000,000 and $11,000,000, which will furnish (esti- 
mate) a daily supply of 30,000,000 pilous. 



ENOrOH FOR FORTY YKARS. 

Thin, with the peninsula supply, ^ill furnish about 95,000,000 gallons of water per 
day, which can be increased by additional dams and raising some existing dams so 
as to Bupplv considerably more than 100,000,000 gallons per day, or more than enough 
to supply the wants of San Francisco during the next forty years and at reasonable cost. 

The beauty and advantages of the system are that the source of supply is nowhere 
more than 50 miles distant n'om the city. All parts of the system are easily accessible 
at all times, and storage of a full two years' supply is practically at our door. 

Let us now compare this system with the one most talked of, viz, lletch Hetchy, 
or any other Sierra source of supply. 

WHAT HETCH HKTCHY MKJHT COST. 

The only estimate available of the lletch Hetchy supply that 1 have seen in print 
ia by Mr. Grunsky when he was city engineer. His report was made in 1902. He 
estimates the cost of the work of bringing a 60,000,000-gallon daily supply to this city 
at $39,531,000. Two other competent hydraulic engineers in the sworn testimony 
concerning valuations of Spring Valley Company's svstem state that owing to omiS' 
sions in Mr. Grunsky 's report they estimate that it w4fl cost $54,000,000 to get a Hetch 
Hetchy water supply here. 

Mr. Grunsky states distinctly in his report that ''the construction of a reservoir at 
Lake Eleanor reservoir site forms no part of the water supply project as now made the 
baais of a cost estimate. " 

The area of Lake Eleanor is about 300 acres. It drains about 84 square miles of 
territory and, by a dam near the lake, the waper surface can be increased to cover 
about 1,159 acres. The reserv^oir will have a capacity of about twelve thousand 
million gallons. 

Hetch Hetchy, made into a reservoir, will cover a water surface of about 1,180 acres, 
and is estimated to furnish a supply of nearly 89,000,000 gallons per day for a full year. 

These sources of supply are more than 200 miles distant from San Francisco, are 
in the high Sierras, ana for months at a time are very difficult of access. There are 
many miles of tunnels through which the water must pass, many more miles of ditches 
and canals on steep mountain sides, subject to serious injury, perhaps destruction, by 
slides, and considerably over a hundred miles of pipe line to bring the water to San 
Francisco. At Altamont is a storage reservoir and pumping plant, about 70 miles 
distant from San Francisco via the proposed pipe line. At Belmont another storage 
reservoir is proposed, capable of holaing about 3,000,000,000 gallons (or a ninety days* 
supply at present rate of consumption), to be used in case anything happens to the 
aystem between San Francisco and Hetch Hetchy. 

COMPARED TO SPRI.VO VALLEY. 

His distributing reservoirs in the city have an aggregate capacity of about 78,000,000 
gallons, a little more than a two days supply; contrast these reservoirs with the two 
years' storage reservoirs in San Mateo County, at our backdoor, and owned by the 
Spring Valley Water Company. 

There is no doubt of the Quantity or quality of the Hetch Hetchy water supply. 
There is much doubt about tne safety of that system, and equally as much doubt as 
to its final cost. )\Tiere is the storage when the water is brought here? It will cost 
more to get 60,000,000 gallons per day from Hetch Hetchy than it will to get a like 
amount from a development of the Spring Valley system. 

Any water supply for San Francisco to be effective must contain as part of said 
system the magnificent storage reservoirs in San Mateo County. No Sierra supply 
can fulfill all the requirements of this city until the waters flow into the Crystal Springs 
reservoir. 
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A MATTER FOR EXAMINATION. 

Hetch Hetchy may possibly be the best source from which sufficient Tvat^ 
can be obtained. Engineers who made surveys of Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy 
inform me that there are other Sierra supplies which can be brought here at luucb 
less cost than Hetch Hetchy. The latter by persistent advocates has been preached, 
almost forced, into acceptance by the people of San Francisco. By all means if 
Hetch Hetchy system is the best, let*s have it. but do not accept it without the most 
careful investigation and comparison with all other available Sierra sources by a 
competent and impartial commission. 

We can get a supply near home, probably enough to last for forty years, byacqnir- 
ing and developing the Spring Valley system, at very reasonable cost. Why not 
act sensibly by first bonding and then purchasing this system at reasonable cost, is 
was recommended by the federated water committee last year? When the near-by 
sources of supply are secured and additional water is necessary, then Buppleii*eiit 
this by Sierra water and give to San Francisco what she needs, a supply tnat wOl 
meet every requirement and be equal or superior to that of any other city in America. 
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Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, 

Wednesday J January 20, 1909. 

The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m.,- Hon. Frank W. Mondell 
(chairman) presiding. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. Gentle- 
men of the committee, we are honored tliis morning with the presence 
of Mr. Percy V. Long, city attorney of San Francisco; ex-Mayor James 
D. Phelan, of San Francisco; Mr. Warren Olney, ex-mayor of Oak- 
land; Mr. Walter Macarthur, of San Francisco; Mr. John I). Gallo- 
way, a civil engineer of San Francisco: and Mr. C. E. Grunsky, a civil 
engineer of San Francisco, formerly with the Reclamation Service and 
formerly connected with other government works, the Panama Canal 
among othera. For the benefit of our visitoi's and the committee that 
is here representing the city of San Francisco, I desire to very briefly 
review what has taken place in the committee heretofore in connection 
with the consideration of what is known as the ''Hetch Hetchy reso- 
lution.'' 

On December 16 the resolution introduced by Mr. Kahn was taken 
up by this committee and considered during an entire session of the 
committee. At tlie close of the session tliat resolution was referred 
to a subcommittee with a recommendation or suggestion on the part 
of the committee to report along certain lines, Xlr. Smith, of Califor- 
nia being the chairman of the subcommittee, with four other mem- 
bers of this committee. That subcommittee held a considerable 
number of meetings in Mr. Smith's committee room, just how many 
I do not know, but I know that the entire nuestion was thrashed out 
very thoroughly by the subcommittee. Tliere appeared before the 
subcommittee quite a num])er of people who believed that tlie citv 
of San Francisco shovdd not be given the right to use the Hetch 
Hetchy reservoir because, in their opinion, it would interfere with 
the use of the watershed of the river by the pu])lic generally. There 
appeared before the committee, of course, Mr. Manson and Doctor 
Grianinni, both of whom had appeared before the meeting of the full 
committee and presented the claims of the city of San Francisco. 
So that at that first meeting of the committee, and at the meetings 
of the subcommittee, the matter was fully discussed. The subcom- 
mittee reported, and by order of the committee the report was embod- 
ied in a resolution introduced by Mr. Smith, of California. On the 
9th of January the whole committee took up the discussion of the 
subcommittee's report and further hearings were had. On January 
12 the full committee again took up this matter and it was discussed 
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at great length. There appeared before the committee at that time 
quite a number of gentlemen representing all classes of interests in 
connection with this matter. 

At all these meetings we have had the advice and the counsel of 
Mr. Kahn, Mr. Hayes, and Mr. Smith, a member of the committee 
from California, also Mr. Englebright, who represents the district in 
which the Hetch Hetchy VSley is located, all of these gentlemen, 
together with the representatives of the city of San Francisco who 
have been here, havmg been very earnest and active and insistent 
in their presentation or this matter before the committee. At the 
meeting ot January 12 it was decided that a meeting would be held 
on January 19, yesterday, at which, after thirty minutes final dis- 
cussion of the matter, the committee was to take up the Hetch Hetchy 
resolution for final disposition. 

Mr. Craig. Was it not thirty minutes to a side? 

The Chairman. Thirty minutes to a side; yes. I think that was 
right, and I thank you for the correction. However, before that 
meeting was held — 1 think it was on Saturday last — we received a 
telegram from the mayor of San Francisco notifying us of the comi 
of this delegation, and of the fact that they were snow-bound, an< 
requesting that the committee delay final action on the matter. That 
delay would probably have been necessary in any event, because the 
last hearings have not as yet been printed and are not before the 
committee for their consideration, and, of course, the committee was 
anxious to defer final action until j'^ou gentlemen could be heard from. 

It is the view of the chairman, I think concurred in by most of 
the members of the committee, that the committee is quite fully 
advised with regard to all of the questions connected with and affect- 
ing the proposed legislation. We have gone over the question of 
the use of the national park; the relative claims of the public at 
large and of the city of San Francisco and the other cities surrounding 
the bay, present and prospective; the question as to the right of the 
Secretary of the Interior to grant the permit wliich he aid grant; 
the question as to how far this committee should go in extending 
or confirming or strengthening that grant or permit. These and afl 
other questions have been gone over pretty thorouglily, and I believe 
it is the view of the members of the committee that we are fairly 
well conversant with all of the facts of the case. The committee 
has given four full committee hearings to tliis matter. It has had, 
in addition to that, the earnest help of all of the California Members 
and Senators, all of whom have oeen favorable to the legislation 
the gentleman representing the district in which the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley is located, Mr. Englebright, simply suggesting an amendment 
relative to the point of diversion of tne water from the Tuolunme 
River after it leaves the reservoir. The chairman is not prepared 
to say how much further discussion of the matter the committee cares 
to hear. We will, of course, do you gentlemen the honor and courtesy 
of hearing what you have to say. Allow the chairman to suggest, 
however, that, the matter having been gone over so fully and so 
thoroughly, the committee would appreciate it if the gentlemen can 
make their remarks as brief as possible and still cover the ground. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Chairman, of course these men have come such a 
great distance that I myself would not feel like cutting them off if 
they want to discuss this matter, but for the present it seems that 
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you might limit the speakers, and if there is only thirty minutes on a 
side, instead of giving all the time to one speaker upon any one point, 
limit each man's time. 

The Chairman. The Chair is rather of the opinion that, in view of 
the statement that has been made of the length of time which we 
have given to the discussion, our visitors will probably not occupy 
a great deal of time, but perhaps it would be well to let them make 
their st^ements as briefly as they may, and the committee is, of 
course, at liberty to suggest at any time that we have heard any of 
the gentlemen along a certain line as long as necessary. 

STATEMEFT OF PEECT V. LONG, ESQ., ATTOENET FOE THE CITT 

AND COUNTY OF SAN FEANCISCO. 

Mr. Long. I was going to simply suggest that we are here more to 
answer questions rather than to address you, unless you wish it. 
We appreciate the fact that you have given a great deal of time to 
this matter, and we do not desire to infringe upon your time, or 
impose upon good nature. 

The Chairman. Well, Mr. Long, you are the city attorney of San 
Francisco ? 

Mr. Long. Yes. 

The Chairman. There is just one point on which you might 
enlighten the committee, and in asking tliis question I do not desire 
to have it understood that this particular phase of the matter espe- 
cially influences, or would influence, the committee in whatever 
action it might take. It is not a controlling factor in the situation 
by any manner of means, but in the discussion the other day as to 
the difficulties that had arisen between the citv of San Francisco 
and the water company, and the differences and the negotiations 
and suggestions of sale and purchase that have been made, there 
seemed to be some difference of opinion between the gentlemen 
before the committee. WTiat the committee would like to know, 
rather briefly, is what efforts the city of San Francisco have made, 
and in what manner, to acquire the property and rights of the Spring 
Valley Water Company ? 

Mr. IjONG. We have certified copies of the requests from the board 
of supervisors, which is the legislative body, to the Spring Valley 
Water Companjr, and their repUes, which we will file with the com- 
mittee, which will show an attempt on the part of the board of super- 
visors to secure from the Spring Valley Water Company a binoing 
oflFer to sell and their replies thereto, and I might supplement this by 
something that is not of record, and as a preliminary I will simply 
state my relations with the city and the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany, because for the past five years, with tne exception of two years 
intervening between 1905 and 1908, when I was out of office, I prob- 
ably have had more to do with this question than any one individual 
in San Francisco connected with the service of the city or in the 
service of the city. There has been pending for six years litigation 
between the Spring Valley Water Company and the city and county 
of San Francisco, the Spring Vafley Water Company claiming that 
the rates fixed by the board of supervisors would not permit them a 
reasonable return upon their investment. Each year preHminary 
injunctions were issued by the United States circuit court, and until 
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now the question was not ready for final submission. The evidence 
is all in. AYe were a year and a half taking the testimom^ before 
the master in chancery, and the Spring Valley AA'ator Company last 
summer filed their opening brief, and my brief, or the brief on behalf 
of the city, is now m the hands of the committee, some thousand 
pages in length, as, under the rules of the court, we are reauired to 
print in our brief the testimony upon which we rely. Tne main 
issue in the case is the value of the plant of the Spring Valley \Vat«r 
Company. Judge 1 arrington, of the United States district court of 
Nevada, sitting as a circuit judge in San Francisco, fixed the value 
of the company's property as something between $27,000,000 and 
$28,000,000. 

Mr. Gaines. IIow n uch is it assessed at for taxation? 

Mr. Long. 1 am uncertain, but I have the record there. They are 
paid out of the rates as an operating expense their taxes every year, 
so that there is nothing that con es from the stockholders in tFie way 
of dividends in payn ent of taxes. In other words, as an operating 
expense their taxes are allowed, and their operating expenses are first 
coHiputed before any allowance is made for interest on their invest- 
ment. 1 am uncertain as to what it is assessed for, because it has 
varied from year to year. 

During all this tine I have been sineere in my efforts to bring the 
city and the Spring Valley Water Conipany together on some basis 
on which we could acquire the system, because I believe the city 
needs the system; I believe it needs all the water we can get; the 
life of the city depends upon its getting the existing supplies and such 
other supplies as Congress is willing to give us. There is on the east 
and the west sides of the bay a population of very nearly a million 
people, and if our hopes within the next few years are realized that 
population will be doubled. There is at this tin e in my office a draft 
of a bill which, during niy absence, will probably be introduced in the 
legislature of California, providing for the creation of nmnicpal water 
districts sin ilar to the district which now supplies the city of Boston 
and about twenty near-by cities and towns with water. If that legis- 
lation is adopted, as I have every reason to believe it wdll be, because 
it is a general plan, then the cities on the east and west sides of the bay 
will join in a joint system or supply of water, and we will need all of 
the existing systenis and all such other water as we can get, and 
especially this supply which we seek here. Tiu- welfare, as I say, of 
a n.illion people is involved. The Spring Valley Water Compan^^ 
claims that it can develop water sufficient to supply a populaticm of 
that size for many years. There is a diflerence or opinion as to that. 

The CiiArirMAN. \^'e have gone over that. 

Mr. Long. Yes; you have gone into that. Subsequent to the 
rregotiations between the board of supervisors, or, rather, the request 
on the part of the board of supervisors for arr offer from the Spring 
Valley v ater Comparry, at the recjuest of Supervisor Johnston, who 
is the chairman of the water committee of the board of supervisors, 
we arranged a conference at my office between the then president of 
the Spring Valley Water Company, Captain Payson, ana one of the 
officers of the company, Mr. Shaw, and at that conference Super- 
visor Johnston, Captain Payson, Mr. Shaw, and mj^self were present, 
and we went over the situation trying to find some wav by which an 
offer could be made to the city so that the board of supervisors could 
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present it to the people for their approval or rejection, and the confer- 
ence broke up with the decision that no binding offer could be made 
on the part oi the company except through the stockholders; that the 
board of directors had no power, and Captain Payson would not com- 
mit himself as to whether the board of directors would call a meeting, 
so that this offer could be made. 

The Chairman. The final action in regard to all these matters is 
of record in the statement you file ? 

Doctor GiANiNNi. I have not filed that yet. I was going to file 
the complete correspondence between the city of San Francisco and 
the Spring Valley A^ ater Company, the letters and resolutions. 

The Chairman. Does that include this statement that Mr. Long 
refers to? 

Mr. Long. No; it does not. 

The Chairman. This will all go into the record ? 

Mr. IjOng. Yes; I want it to, because it is my individual attempt, 
as the legal adviser of the city and the board of supervisors, to secure 
some basis upon which we could negotiate. 

The Chairman. I think, with what the committee has already heard 
on that point and this additional information, perhaps that particular 
point jias been reasonably well cleared up. The gentleman from Ohio 
desires to interrogate you. 

Mr. Howland. What steps have the legal department of San Fran- 
cisco taken in the past, or what steps do they contemplate at present, 
with reference to exercising the power of eminent domain and con- 
demning the present water plants 

Mr. Long. It is very doubtful, or, rather, there is a doubt as to 
whether we have the power of eminent domain. Mr. McCutcheon, I 
understand, believes we have. That is a question of law about which 
there is some question. 

The Chairman. The question whether you can condemn property . 
already dedicated to public use? 

Mr. Long. Exactly; there is some question, and again, the method 
is decidedly cumbersome. Under the laws of tlie State of California 
after there is a decree in condemnation handed down the money must 
be paid within thirty days. The only way we can raise this money 
would be to submit the question of the acquisition to the people, have 
them vote to issue bonds, sell the bonds, and have the money in the 
treasury before we would be ready to proceed to condemn, and you 
can see that is an extremely cumbersome method. 

Mr. Gaines. I low many courts would you have to pjuss through 
before you make final condemnation? 

Mr. Long. We would go to the supreme court. 

Mr. Gaines. How many intermediate courts? 

Mr. Long. Just one, the trial court. Of course it vvt)uld probably 
be by jury, and you can see what an almost interminable amount of 
litigation would ensue, because we have now been five years trying 
this question in the United States circuit court as to the value. Within 
the next six months, I believe — I think Mr. McCutcheon will agree 
with me — we will probably have a decision. Do you not think so, 
Mr. McCutcheon? 

Mr. McCutcheon. 1 think so. 

Mr. Long. That is, a decision as to the value of this plant. But I 
say T have my doubts as to the ability of the city to ccmdeinn. I 
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undei'stand that some plea has been made to tliis couimittee that 
there is a desire upon the part of the city officials to force the Spring 
Valley into bankruptcy. That is the last thing we would desire. We 
want that property, and want to pay fairly for it, and I think Spring 
Valley has been treated well by the people of San Francisco. Less 
than $28,000,000 have been put into that plant by the stockholders 
and the bondholders, and during the forty years of its existence it 
has received $22,000,000 in dividends to the stockholders, and they 
still have their plant, and the United States circuit court has said 
for rate-fixing purposes that plant is worth $27,000,000. So I do 
not think they nave had very harsh treatment, and there is no dis- 

fiosition on the part of the people of San Francisco to oppress them, 
n days gone by there has oeen much, probably, on the part of the 
various administrations and on the part of tne water company 
which can be condemned. There has been some demagoguery, 
possibly, on the part of officials, and there has been some chicanery 
on the part of the company, but those tilings, so far as we are con- 
cerned, are of the past. We are all anxious to advance the welfare 
of the community aroimd the bay, and we can not do it by driving 
any public-service corporation out of existence or (Jepreciating its 
values, and there is no such desire, I can assure you. , 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Long, what is the manner of procedure, as a rule, 
in California, or that section of the country, in reference to procuring 
property for municipalities of this sort — by condemnation or by con- 
tract and purchase? 

Mr. Long. By purchase. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you know of a recent instance, or ancient one, so 
far as that is concerned, not too far back, where they have used the 
power of eminent domain ? 

Mr. Long. No ; I do not. I think the city of Los Angeles purchased 
the Los Angeles water works, and also the city of Santa Barbara. 

Mr. Gaines. How about the bordering towns around San Francisco? 

Mr. Long. There are none of them that own their own systems. 
As a matter of fact, San Francisco is one of three cities of any size in 
the country which does not own its own works — Denver, Oakland, 
and San Francisco. 

Mr. Gaines. Why is it that you have not used this power of eminent 
domain? Is it the peculiarity of your law, the pecuharity of the 
people, or the peculiarity of the juries? 

Mr. Long. No; it is not the peculiarity of the juries; it is because it 
is such a cumbersome method. The money nuist be paid within 
thirty days. 

Mr. Gaines. You have explained that. 

The Chairman. And you think there is some little doubt as to the 
right of the city? 

Mr. Long. That is my judgment, and that judgment is concurred 
in by ex-Mayor Olney, of Oakland, who has given this subject very 
great study. He is one of the leading members of the CaUfomia bar, 
Former president of our bar association, and, as I say, when he was 
mayor of Oakland he gave this question very great thought and con- 
sideration. While I am not prepared to say that we can not do it, 
I say that, to my mind, there is very grave doubt. 
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Mr. Craig. Is that doubt based upon any supposition on your part 
that the law itself is invalid, or merely that you could not raise the 
money in thirty days? 

Mr. Long. That is the principal objection. As your chairman has 
suggested, there is doubt, when property has already been dedicated 
to public use, whether the desire of the municipality to engage in 
that particular line of business itself is a superior use. That is the 
point. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. What is the general law on that subject? 

Mr. Long. There is a general law. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. What is the general rule on that subject, with- 
out regaxd to the statute? 

Mr. Long. As I understand it, it must be a superior use. 

Mr. McCuTCUEON. No; but Task you what is the general law as 
to whether or not the superiority of the use is to be, or may be, deter- 
mined by the person who has to administer that use ? 

Mr. Long. I say there is a question. 1 am not i>repared to say 
absolutely, but I say there is a question — a question sufficient to make 
it extremely uncertain whether we could ]>roceed in that manner. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Have you ever made any effort to secure an 
amendment to the code of civil procedure to clear up those ques- 
tions? 

Mr. Ix)NG. Oh, I think 

The Chairman. If the chairman may suggest at this point, 1 do not 
think the committee considers that this is a controlling feature in 
this discussion. It is a somewhat interesting question and was 
brought out the other day in the hearing, but I thmk the committee 
is very well informed on that subject, and most of the members of the 
committee are lawyers, and very good lawyers — the chairman is not 
a lawyer. But these questions, I am sure, the members of the com- 
mittee who are lawyers can decide for themselves. 

Mr. Gaines. Has a court of California recently passed on this 
question? 

Mr. Long. No. 

Mr. Gaines. Has a federal court ? 

Mr. Long. No. 

Mr. Gaines. Has the Supreme Court of the Ignited States passed 
on it? 

Mr. Long. No. 

Mr. Gaines. Do you know of any state court that has ^ 

Mr. Long. No. 

Mr. Craig. What I wanted to get at by my question was, whether 
the question as to whether you can do this thing under the law is 
bothering you or whether the fact that you have to raise the money 
in thirty dajB in case you did succeed is bothering you ? 

Mr. Long. Both. We have a charter in San Francisco which is 
a splendid instrument in parts, but the framers, in their desire to 
safeguard the interests of the people, imposed some restrictions that 
are somewhat confusing, and it is witli considerable hesitancv that 
we proceed on these things. This is largely a new field for California. 
California communities have been slow in adopting public ownership, 
and we have had to feel our way very largely. Our charter provides 
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that we must secure offers from existing utilities before we attempt 
to construct one of our own, and we have endeavored to comply with 
that feature honestly and sincerely. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. May I ask you a question^ 

Mr. Long. I do not tlunk it is fair. 1 am here to answer the mem- 
bers of the committee, and any discussion between yourself and my- 
self will, to mv mind, onlv tend to confuse. 

The Chairman. The Chair must again suggest that it will be neces- 
sarv to be rather brief. 

Mr. Hammond. 1 would Uke to get that last statement. 

Mr. Gaines. It seems to me that Mr. Long is about the main wit- 
ness the city can have, and I am willing to hear him clear through. 

Mr. Hammond. 1 understood you to say that your charter requires 
you to solicit oti'ers from water plants before making your own. 

Mr. LoNC. Before seeking an independent supply we must solicit 
offers from existin2: utihties. That we have done, before we sub- 
mitted this Ilotch Iletchy matter to the voters. 

Mr. Hammond. How long has that charter provision been in force? 

Mr. Long. Since 1900. 

Mr. Manson. January 8, 1900. 

Mr. Hammond. When did you make your first solicitation? 

Mr. Long. I think within the last year; I w411 not be certain as to 
that, because Mr. Manson is more familiar with it. I have been in 
and out of office. 

Mr. Manson. Three official attempts were made to do that thing, 
in 1902, 1903, and 1908. 

Mr. Long. There has been a break between my tw^o administra- 
tions. 

Mr. (jaines. There w-as some lawyer representing one of the gaming 
societies, or pleasuring-seeking societies, up around Boston, or some- 
where else 

Mr. Hammond. Mr. Gaines, will you pardon me? You said in 
1902 and 1903; do you mean one attempt was made, one solicitation 
in 1902, and 1903, or two attempts, two solicitations, were made? 

Mr. Manson. Two successive solicitations were made. 

Mr. Hammond. And then another this last vear? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. Three in all? 

Mr. Manson. Three in all. 

Mrr Gaines. Now, Mr. Long, some gentleman, Mr. Whitman I 
think it was, representing some f)leasure-seeking club up in the East 
somewhere, in opposition to this measure, in commenting uj)on 
Attorney-General rurdy's opinion — you know Mr. Purdy is now one 
of the federal judges — was at a loss to know what was before Mr. 
Purdy when he made this decision of October 28, 1905, and I want 
to find out what was before him. 1 have tried to prove it by some 
one else, and Pthink 1 have, but I want to prove it by you, since you 
are named in the o])inion. He says: 

The Prkside.vt: 

Sir: I have the honor t-o acknowledfje receipt by reference from you, of communi- 
cation from Mr. Percy V. Lou*;, attorney for the city o[ San Francisco, concemin<> the 
denial of the Secretary of the Inferior of tlic application of the city for water rig^htc^ on 
Lake Eleanor. 
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What papers had you filed before, Mr. Purdy? 

Mr. Long. Of course all of our records in San Frnacisco were 
destroyed in the fire, and I have simply a recollection; so many things 
having happened since then and events have moved so fast that a 
great many of these things have escaped my memory. 1 remember 
sending a letter to him callin<^ attention to the various attempts on 
the part of the city to secure these privileges and asking that the mat- 
ter be reopened. The matter was bufi'eted from one department to 
another, from the Interior Department to the Department of ( om- 
merce and Labor. Secretary Ilitchcock decided that he had no right 
to grant this request, and Secretary Metcalf decided that he had the 
right, but he was justified in not exercising it, and we did not know 
where we were '*at," and then there was a change of administration, 
the fire came on, and since that time we have l)een struggling to save 
the little the failure of the water company left us. 

Mr. Gain'ES. Are you more in need of water works since the earth- 
quake than before? 

Mr. Long. Decidedly. 

Mr. Gaines. Why? 

Mr. Long. Because the city lias expanded, it has grown. What 
were at one time ('cnscly populated districts are now being given up 
to factories and wholesale iiouses, and the people have moved out to 
the outskirts of the city. The water company can not furnish them 
the water. Theio is one section of tlie city that can get absolutely no 
water from the company, and there is a little independent supply that 
pumps from wells, from whom we solicited an offer at the same lime 
we solicited the offer from the Spring Valley AVater (\Mnpany. They 
agreed to sell for $40,000 and we submitted it to the people and the 
people ratified it, and we are going to take their system over. In 
addition to this, the city is now goinic to the ex])enditure of five 
million and a quarter of dollars to histall a high-pressure water supply 
in order to give us absolutely complete protection against fire. 

Mr. Smith. That is salt water? 

Mr. Long. No. U e will keep fresh water in the reservoir and pipes, 
and then pump into the pumps salt water, but Mr. Schussler, the chief 
engineer of the Spring Valley A\'ater Company, testified in this hearing 
before Commissioner Heacock that there were three zones of pipes in 
San Francisco by which they gave fire protection to the city, and if 
anything, happened to any one or two of them the water could be shut 
off and the third would save the city. When it came w^e had no water. 

Mr. Gaines. How much does this well supply that you are going to 
buy — how much water '^ 

Mr. Long. Mr. Manson is familiar with that. 

Mr. Manson. It will hardly supply for temporary purposes a region 
half a mile square, in w^hich there are residents amounting to sixty or 
eighty families. 

Mr. Gaines. That concern submitted a bid to you, you accepted it, 
and are going to buy it? 

Mr. Long. The voters ratified it. At the same time we submitted 
this Hetch Hetchy proposition to the people, which they ratified by a 
vote of 6 to 1. They also accepted this independent supply. 

The Chairman. It has been stated here on behalf of tVie Spring 
Valley W^ater Company — and your reference to the failure of the com- 
pany to supply certain districts with water brings it to my mind — that 
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the Spring Vallev Water Company has been unable, by reason of the 
condition of its finances, to raise the money to extend its mains, and 
that if this legislation or legislation along the line proposed is had the 
effect will be such that the Spring Valley Water Companj^ will not be 
able to float its bonds, and will therefore not be able to furnish this 
additional and necessary supply during the time in which negotiations 
are going on for transfer or tne new works are being constructed. In 
other words, that the city of San Francisco would seriously suffer, and 
certain districts of the city would particularly suffer, by reason of the 
effect of the proposed legislation upon the financial foundations of the 
Spring Valley W ater Company. 

Mr. Long. We will take our chances. The Spring Valley Water 
Company, unlike every individual in San Francisco and every other 
concern, do not want to shoulder the losses imposed by the catas- 
trophe of April. 1906. We all of us suffered. I myself suffered 
severely, and I nave had to bear my losses, and so have the rest of 
the citizens of San Francisco, and we do not think that it is fair to 
the taxpavers of San Francisco, who are putting up for rehabilitation, 
that we should have to carry the burden of the losses of the Spring 
Valley Water Company, which their own engineer says are due to 
their failure to follow his recommendations. He says in his report 
that he knew that this pipe was passing over dangerous ground — he 
had been there in the eartnguake of 1868 — he knew the main supply 
feeder, which came down Valencia street, was built over a slight 
trestle, over what had been formerly an arm of the bay, and when 
the shake came, that settled, that dropped 15 or 16 feet, the pipe 
broke, and they took sixty hours to mend their pipe — which one 
pipe, experts told me afterwards, they could have mended in eight 
hours — and the city was burned. I do not see why we should suffer 
for the negligence of a concern which, in the forty years of its exist- 
ence, has made in dividends $22,000,000. 

The Chairman. That is not quite the question. 

Mr. Long. I say, I am not q^uite prepared to say; that is an engi- 
neering and an economic question ^'nicn I am not prepared to discuss. 
The board of supervisors of San Francisco are an unusually intelli- 

fent and highly trained body of men. I doubt if, in any city of the 
Jnited States, you will find a more efficient body of men than we 
have there. There are professional men and business men, men of 
long training and experience. They hold these hearings, they resolve 
these questions, and I only know when my advice is asked. 

The Chairman. Assuming that the legislation is had, and that by 
reason of the legislation, or as an effect of it, or for other causes, the 
Spring Vallev Water Company is not able to extend its mains over 
certain districts of the city, and suppose the city could do that itself? 

Mr. Long. That is a situation that, when we have to meet it, I 
am satisfied can be met intelligently and fairly. 

The Chairman. I understand the city of San Francisco does not 
care to have the legislation defeated through any fear that any por- 
tion of the city may not be supplied with water as an effect of the 
legislation? 

Mr. Long. I do not think I quite grasp that. Do you mean legis- 
lation on the part of (\)ngress^ 
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The Chairman. Yes. The argument was that if we passed this 
legislation its effect upon the finances of the Spring Valley Water 
Company will be such that it will be impossible for them to sell bonds 
to extend their mains. 

Mr. Hayes. And the city will therefore suffer. 

The Chairman. And therefore the citizens of San Francisco would 
suffer, and suffer severely. 

Mr. Long. I understood from j^oUr opening statement that that 
was a feature which you were not considering — the effect on the 
Spring Valley Water Company. 

The Chairman. I do not think I made any such statement; I did 
not intend to make such a statement. But it is not a question of 
the effect upon the Spring Valley W^ater Company, so far as the com- 
pany alone is concerned, but as to the effect upon the city of San 
Francisco and its people. The contention is made that if the legis- 
lation is had investors will not then invest in the bonds of the Sprmg 
Valley Water Company for further extensions of their mains. 

Mr. Ix)NG. I will ask Mr. Phelan to answer that. 

STATEMElfT OF HOlf. JAMES D. PHELAN, EX-MA70B OF SAV 

FBANCISCO, CAL. 

Mr. Phelan. I think I can answer that. The city of San Francisco 
requires to-day about 35,000,000 gallons of water, and the Spring 
Valley has that full capacity now. Our per capita consumption, as 
compared to other cities, is High, but it might be possible to economize 
the use of the water, and hence a larger population could be supplied 
with the 35,000,000 gallons. 

The Chairman. Understand, Mr. Phelan, the question I raised was 
not one of wat^r supply, but one of extension of mains; one of invest- 
ment of capital, the argument being, if I maj state it again, that if 
this legislation be had looking to the buildmg by the city of San 
Francisco of an entirely independent water supply, if the city so 
desires and provides, that its effect upon the Spring Valley Water 
Company will be such that the company would find it impossible to 
raise money by the sale of bonds to itself extend these water mains 
over districts of the city now needing water and having no water 
supply. 

Mr. Phelan. I think I understand the question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gaines. You are Ex-Mayor Phelan? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes, Mr. Gaines; I remember when you visited 
San Francisco with the Tennessee regiment. 

Mr. Gaines. Yes, I remember your speech, too. 

The Chairman. The question was, have the people of San Fran- 
cisco considered that phase of the question, and have they any fear 
that the legislation proposed will have the effect that the gentlemen 
insist it wiU have? 

Mr. Phelan. Mr. Chairman, I was comin? to that point. I was 
explaining the finances of the Spring Valley Water Company. They 
have now 35,000,000 gallons available supply which they give us. In 
order to get 40,000,000 gallons to meet the requirements of the future 
it would require an expenditure by them of about $500,000, and when 
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you ^o beyond 40,000,000 gallons per day, they have their larger 
expenses m the development of their Calaveras watershed, a develop- 
ment which we will (juestion here to-dav tlirough Mr. Olney and llr. 
Long. But without going into the Calaveras watershed, they can, 
by the expenditure of 8500,000, develop 5,000,000 more gallons a day. 

The Chairman. That does not include the cost of, extension of 
mains, does it? 

Mr. Phelan. It includes everything. They have told us that it 
would recjuire $500,000 to bring in 5,000,000 gallons more. 

The Chairman. And distribute it? 

Mr. Phelan. And distribute it. What is their ability to do that? 
They have recently reorganized. The company has a nominal capital 
stocic of $28,000,000. They have an authorized bond issue of, I be- 
lieve, $17,500,000 or $18,000,000. They formed a syndicate, a pur- 
chasing syndicate, and the syndicate manager was Mi\ I. W. Ilellman, 
the president of the Nevada Wells-Fargo National Bank. lie took 
the new bonds, bearing 4 per cent, at $96, and with them redeemed 
the outstanding $14,000,000 of bonds of the Spring Valley Water 
Company, leaving the balance avaliable for purchase by him, the j)ro- 
ceeds of which would go to the company and be invested in new con- 
struction or betterments. After the fire it was imperative to sj)end 
$30,000 to increase the supply by repairing or laying new pipe which 
had been shattered by the earthquake, and they then, as they do 
to-day, protested that they did not have the means, and as an ex 
officio member of the board of supervisors — ex-mayors sit as ex officio 
meiAbers of the board of supervisors — I went to the office of the 
Spring Valley Water Company to examine the minutes of that com- 
pany myself, and there I found that the syndicate manager was 
obHged, that is to say, he covenanted, to take $500,000 worth of the 
bonds on thirty days' notice on March 1, 1907, the company at the 
same time ])rotesting its inability to spend $30,000 to bring a vitally 
necessary supply to San Francisco, and the company then extended 
the time at his request, because I believe he also controlled the board 
of directors, that is to say, he is a large stockholder — he and the in- 
terests he represents. They postponed, from March until December, 
the exercise of that option to purchase $500,000 worth of bonds, and 
then they did not call upon him, that is to say, the syndicate mana- 
ger, and although he covenanted to take the bonds, he refused to 
take them, and this company now, as it did then, claimed that it had 
no financial ability to finance these necessary works. 

Mr. Parsons. What are the bonds seUing at now ? 

Mr. Phelan. About 83; thev are 4 per cent bonds. He cove- 
nanted to take them at 93, but oecause they were 83 he did not want 
to take them; but that does not affect the ability of the company to 
force him to take them, because he is quite responsible. 

Mr. Parsons. Why are they selling at 83 ? 

Mr. Phelan. All 4 per cents are selling on a 5 per cent basis now 
of pubUc-service corporations. I concede that the agitation for a 
public water supply has also a depressing effect on the bonds. 

Mr. Gaines. What were they selling for before the earthquake? 

Mr. Phelan. He covenanted to take them at 96, and did take a 
large number, and then he was given the privilege, as a douceur, per- 
haps, of taking $500,000 at 93, which he thought was a bargain, but 
after the earthquake they dropped to 83, and hence he did not take 
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them. They had the opportunity of puttmg those bonds up to the 
banker, but they refusecl to do it out of consideration for him. If 
this legislation is adopted and San Francisco is in a position to bring 
in its water supply, the Spring Valley Water Company ^-ill be embar- 
rassed to that extent that the city contemplates a larger water sup- 
ply ; but it is the unanimous sentiment of everybody in an official 
[)osition in San Francisco, and the city engineer, that the Spring Val- 
ey \^orks should be purchased by the city; that their distributing 
systems, their mains, their reservoirs on the ]>eiiinsula are very 
important, if not necessary, to complete a necessary water supply 
for the city and countv of San Francisco, and hence there is a mutu- 
ality of interest which they do not seem to underetand. If they 
rec|uire that $500,000 to bring in the additional 5,000,000 gallons, I 
am sure the city will provide for it in its rates— that is to say, they 
will allow a sufficient sum for interest and sinking fund to enable the 
company to finance five hundred thousand of bonds, and what I con- 
tend now is that a responsible syndicate manager is obligated for 
betterments and new construction to take those bonds, and tney could 
be given to him at the price of 93, and hence the money is practically 
available. 

The Chairman. Mr. Phelan, vour athninistration as mavor of San 
Francisco was so yeTj successful and so generally commended that I 
ought to remember just the (lates, but I (-o not recall the exact dates 
of your occupancy of the office. 

Mr. Phelan. I served five years, terminating on January 8, 1902, 
after serving five years — elected three times; and during my admin- 
istration the new charter to which reference was made to-day was 
adopted, and it was among my duties to appoint a board of public 
works, and I appointed a United States engineer, Colonel Mendell, 
whose name has been mentioned here, and Mr. Marsden Manson, and 
they, as a board of public works, appointed Mr. C. E. Grunsky city 
engineer, and we were very proud that we had probably the most dis- 
tinguished gentlemen in the field of civil engineering in California on 
that commission, and it was they who, after a full investigation, 
decided that the Hetch Hetchy was the most available supply and the 
best supply for San Francisco, and it was they who are the most 
familiar with the Spring Valley system. !Mr. Grunsky 's name has 
been mentioned here, and I saw him last night and he said he was 
willing to attend any session of the committee and give them any 
information they should (Vsire upon the extending of the Spring Val- 
ley water system to the Alameda si(^e of the bay, and that is a ques- 
tion which is very interesting, and we dispute the claims of the com- 
f)any that they can (develop 100,000,000 gallons of water there for the 
uture need's of San Francisco. If they did do so, it would be a mere 
makesliift — a temporary expedient. 

The Chairman. The question of the future water supply of San 
Francisco, then, was very thoroughly gone over and discussed and 
inquired into and investigated while you were mayor? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. An<l from the reports of these engineers and your 
personal knowledge of the subject it is your opinion that San Fran- 
cisco must eventually go to the Sierras for an additional water 
supply? 

Mr. Phelan. That is the universal sentiment. There is no aues- 
tion about it, and I might state to this committee that we felt so 
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secure in your hands, being represented by Mr. Manson, who was 
thoroughly famiUar with the w^orlc, and Doctor Gianinni 

The Chairman. And your very efficient and energetic and earnest 
Members of Congress. 

Mr. Phelan. Yes; the Members of Congress. 

The Chairman. Who have been very zealous in this matter. 

Mr. Gaines. Which also includes the Senators. 

The Chairman. And the Senators as well^ and right here I want to 
remark that the resolution on which tliis discussion is all based was 
introduced nearly a year ago by Mr. Kahn, and the only reason why 
the committee did not take the matter up at that time was that the 
question was before the Secretary of the Interior as to his authority 
to grant a right of way, and the committee was not disposed to take 
the matter up at that time in view of the fact that the law already 
authorized the Secretary to grant some sort of a permit, in our opin- 
ion, although Mr. Kahn and the other members urged it at that time. 
I trust you will excuse me for the interruption. 

Mr. Phelan. I am satisfiecl, as you stated, Mr. Chairman, that we 
have received all the support we are entitled to from our Representa- 
tives. In fact, there is a unanimity among them, as you know\ But 
I referred to Mr. Manson as being familiar technically wdth the .situa- 
tion. 

The Chairman. He has been verj^ helpful to us, as has also Doctor 
Gianinni. 

Mr. Phelan. And we did not come on here until the Spring Valley 
Water Works, the local water company, appeared here by counsel 
and seemed to confuse the issue 

The Chairman. But not the committee. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Phelan. Not the committee. Then the board of supervisors 
and the mayor asked the city attornej- and Mr. Olney, an ex-mayor of 
Oakland and a distinguished member of the California bar, to come 
here, and we represent, Mr. Macarthur, Mr. Galloway and myself, 
the citizens of San Francisco, bringing such moral support to these 
legal gentlemen as we ct^n afford to yield. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Mayor, I want to ask vou if it is your opinion, and 
the general opinion of your people out there, that you can get a fair 
trade with the Spring Valley Water Company and be fairer to them 
than you could be, perhaps, if you would go into the courts and before 
a jury? 

Mr. Phelan. I will say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, that the city of San Francisco desires to treat the Spring 
Valley Water Company fairly. Naturally, they are seeking the best 
price for their property, and that is the meaning of this proposition, 
so far as they are concerned. They wish the city to pay a sum of 
money which, possibly, w^ould be greatly in excess of the value of the 
plant. It has neen estimated variously. Their own engineer says it 
is fifty million. Mr. Desmond Fitzgerald, of the Boston commission 
appraises it at twenty-one million. There is a wide variation. 
Colonel Hueur, of the United States Engineers, now retired, was 
asked to fix a valuation, and he took all the valuations, even of their 
own expert, and he divided the whole sum by the number of experts 
and said it was worth about $32,000,000. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Gaines. He is the leading expert, is he not? He is a kiml of 
an ex -expert? 
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The Chairman. I think that is a pretty fair rule of thumb, after all. 

Mr. Phelan. He arrived at $32,000,000. Captain Payson, president 
of. the company until recently, and who has been superseded, was a 
most excellent gentleman, with whom, I think, the city could nego- 
tiate, but he was deposed from his office because the stock had been 
bought up by gentlemen in the street — I would say they were specu- 
lators — at $22 a share, and they ousted Captain Payson, and he was 
succeeded by a Mr. Bourne, who represents, I believe, the purchasers 
of the stock. Remember this stock, par value $50, is selling at $22 
in the street, and $22 would represent possibly a value for the whole 
plant, plus the bonds of $21,000,000. We could have negotiated the 
purchase of that with Captain Payson for less than $32,000,000 prob- 
ably. He intimated that his board of directors would be willing to 
sell at $32,000,000, and in his conference with Mr. Long he said he 
could not guarantee that, nor would he ask the stockliolders, because 
h6 did not believe the city was proceeding in good faith. He had no 
reason to question the good faith of the city. We need that plant, 
and our mutuality of interests is such that he ought to feel safe in our 
hands. Of course the board of supervisors tried to make the best 
trade possible. They instanced Mr. Grunsky, they instanced Mr. 
Fitzgerald, whose estimates are away below $32,000,000, and why 
should we pay $32,000,000^ We were negotiating that way when 
Captain Payson was superseded and there was a reorganization of the 
companv, and they rejected our tenders, they sent us oack our papers, 
practically, and said, '^If we do make a tender to the city of this 
property for so much money we will add to it a supplemental Sierra 
supply.^' They got an option on another Sierra supply which they 
would submit with their offer, something which we aid not ask nor 
do we require, so the company is blocking the sincere and honest 
attempts of the city of San Francisco to get under the charter, as it 
requires, the price from the Spring Valley Water Company. Before 
we proceed under the charter for new construction of any utility, we 
have to require from the existing utility a submission of its price, so 
that the electors might be informed what they could purcnase the 
existing utihty for before they would engage in the matter of new 
construction. W^e can not get. that price from the Spring Valley 
Water Company, as the records will show. If any of you gentlemen 
have any questions I shall be glad to answer them. 

Mr. Parsons. The testimony, as I recollect it, is that the amount 
of money invested in the water company is $31,500,000. 

Mr. Long. Oh, no; it is not. 

Mr. Parsons. I am talking al)out the testimony before the com- 
mittee. Do you think, Mr. Phelan, that the city snould fix the price 
that it should pay the company as the amount necessaiy to reimburse 
the company for its capital investment, or do you think that what the 
city should pay the company is the amount which experts say the 
property is worth, the property and the franchises? 

Mr. Phelan. Of course, that is a (question on which my opinion 
would be worth nothing to the committee. The com])any certainly 
ought to be reimbursed, I think, in its legitimate capital investment, 
but I do not beheve, nor will it be found under the decisions, that a; 
company dealing in a pubUc utility is entitled to the speculative 
value of its property. 
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Mr. Gronna. Assuming that you secure this legislation and get 
this Hetch Hetchy Valley, you still would have to depend on tne 
Spring Valley water works tor some considerable time, would you not! 

Mr. Phelan. It just depends on the length of time you take to 
bring in water from the mountains, and I am advised by our engineers 
that, by diligent work, less than five years would be consumed in 
bringing in water. 

Mr. Manson. That would be extraordinarily rapid work. I think 
it would be six or eight years. 

Mr. Smith. Would that put a better system in the streets in eight 
years? 

Mr. Manson. Yes; I think so, if it is necessary. 

Mr. Gronna. What I was getting at was, the question asked by 
the chairman as to whether or not the Spring Valley water worlcs 
would be in a position to supply your city with water; eight years is 
a long time. 

Mr. Phelan. The situation is this: By the expenditure of $500,000 
they can bring in 5,000,000 more gallons of water immediately, and 
by the expenditure of a million dollars more they can bring in so 
much more. The estimates are probably before you, and oy the 
expenditure of $2,500,000 more they can bring in so much more water. 
But to dam the Calaveras Valley and bring in 30,000,000 gallons more 
daily would require an expenditure of $10,000,000; so, if necessary, 
the city can provide funds for the Spring Valley water works to bring 
in suppUes, if that is the judgment of our engineer, provided these 
matters have been settled. We are told eight years will be required 
to bring in water from the mountains, and it is not possible to tell 
what water will be necessary for San Francisco during that time, but 
it is necessary for the city of San Francisco to provide water for its 
citizens. The interest of the city is tied up absolutely with the Spring 
Valley water works, and no other course can be pursued. It is a 
vital necessity that we cooperate. 

Mr. Geonna. Providing you get this Hetch Hetchy VaUey. you 
would have an abundant supply from this Lake Eleanor ana this 
Hetch Hetchy Valley, would you not necessarily have to have the 
Spring Valley works ? 

Mr. Phelan. They control the best available reservoir sites on the 
peninsula of San Francisco. 

Mr. Gronna. Yes; but would it be absolutely necessary? Would 
you have to depend on the Spring Valley works for your water supply I 

Mr. Phelan. No; we could provide other reservoir sites, but in 
California our engineers have inrormed us that it would be extremely 
desirable to have that as an auxiUary supply. Suppose something 
happened to the pipe Une coming down Ifrom the mountainsTl? 
earthquake, for instance, in that region of CaUfomia, because it 
crosses the Sacramento valley, we would have a near-by supply to 
meet the needs of the people, or, conversely, if the pipes were rup- 
tured coming from the near-by supply, we could resort to the moun- 
tain supply. There is within the hmits of San Francisco a lake out 
of which tney can draw 3,000,000 gallons daily of water in an emer- 
gency, Lake Merced, so both places nearby are desirable to have as a 
matter of protection. 

Mr. Gronna. But not absolutely necessary? 

3klr. Phelan. No, not absolutely necessary, because there are other 
reservoir sites and we can pipe the city. They have 400,000 miles 
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of pipes, they claim. We could duplicate that, but it would be waste- 
ful. We want to hnj those pipes. 

Mr. Gronna. Providing you get them for what you think is the 
right price? 

Mr. Phelan. And the city is disposed to pay a price which cer- 
tainly would reimburse them for their legitimate capital investment 
and during all those years they have received, as stated by the city 
attorney, $22,000.000 dividends. 

Mr. Parsons. What rate of dividends does that mean brought 
them the $22,000,000? 

Mr Phelan. It varies from the eariier days, when interest was 
high, to the present time. I do not know what they have averaged, 
but since the fire the company has been in such a condition that the 
rates did not pay them for tneir extraordinary expenditures. They 
levied an assessment on their stockholders for about $800,000 in order 
to repair a system which, by the way, broke down, as you were 
informed by the city attorney, by reason of the fact that the directors 
failed to follow the advice of their own engineer, which appears in the 
transcript of testimony before the chancellor, Mr Heacock, and that is 
another embarrassment to the company, because suits have been 
brought in San Francisco based upon the neglect of the company to 
keep its pipe line in repair or to take reasonable precautions, by 
property owners, who were not insured. They claim that the com- 
pany itself is liable imder its charter, such as it is, to provide fire pro- 
tection and water for domestic uses in San Francisco, and hence 
failing to meet the requirements of following the advice of its own 
engineer they are hable to the property owners whose property was 
destroyed. 1 do not know the merit of that contention, but it indi- 
cates that the company has been negligent in years past in the matter 
of keeping them in repair. We have had controversies in previous 
years, as natiurally one would have with a company controlling the 
water supply, and I am sure that the city now feels that it has come 
to a point where it must secure its own water supply and deal fairly 
with the company. I think New Orleans ranks next to San Francisco 
in the cities whose water is supplied by a private corporation, and 
that is one of the utilities which we are all agreed should be suppUed by 
the municipahty. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Mayor, is it your judgment, and the judgment 
, of your people, that you can get a fairer price and give a fairer price 
to this water company by private contract than by proceedings to 
condemn? 

Mr. Phelan. By eminent domain; there has been explained the 
difficulties in the charter under which we must raise the money to 
make a payment thirty days after the judgment, and because we 
have to specify, according to the charter, what it is for and the 
amount. It is impracticable to condemn the property used for 
pubUc purposes. 

Mr. GrAiNEs. Before you could do that, you would have to get an 
estimate from the water company as to what it proposed to sell for? 

Mr. Phelan. Certainly. 

Mr. Gaines. Have you been able to get that ? 

Mr. Phelan. We have been unable to get that. They show a 
reluctance to deal with us, claiming that the city is not asking for 
that in good faith. 



306 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 

Mr. Gaines. Why did your people vote so overwhelmingly, six to 
one, for this Hetch Hetchy proposition? 

Mr. Piielan. Because tne Spring Valley Water Company has 
failed to supply the city with an adequate supply; it has broken 
down. It was bad enough before the earthquake, but now it is 
inadequate after the earthquake, and they show no disposition to 
spend more money, and when they are asked to bring water to other 
localities thej^ say, ''Our stockholders wU\ not let us issue more 
bonds. Our stockholders really enjoin us from issuing more bonds.'' 
So they w^U neither sell nor will they repair. 

Mr. Gaines. Is this Hetch Hetchy section farther removed from 
the earthquake right of way or line than the Spring Valley Water 
Company? 

Mr. Kahn. He means tlie earthquake fault. 

Mr. Phelan. It runs through the Spring Valley reservoirs in San 
Mateo County, and, projected, runs 6 miles west of San Francisco in 
the sea. It runs right throueh the Pilercitas Reservoir and fractured 
the pipe line running from this reservoir to San Francisco, which is 
the only one througK which water gravitated to the city. There is 
no fault line I know of in the Sierra Nevadas nor in the Sacramento 
Valley. 

Mr. Gaixes. Will 3^ou please tell the committee how far the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley is from the earthquake line ? 

Mr. Phelan. About 140 miles. 

Mr. Gaines. And which way? 

Mr. Phelan. Eastward. 

Mr. Gaines. Have there been earthquakes out in that neighbor- 
hood ? 

Mr. Phelan. Recorded hist or}' does not show any to have occurred 
there. 

The Chairman. The chairman will have to sugge>st to the com- 
mittee that it is about time to close the hearing. Is there any 
further question that you would like to ask? 

Mr. Gaines. My impression is that from what you say the Spring 
Valley Water Company is right in the wake of the earthquake, and 
that the Hetch Hetchv Valley is about 140 miles away? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. So that the Hetch Hetchy neighborhood would be a 
safer neighborhood to plant pipes and bring in water? 

Mr. Phelan. That is the judgment of engineers, but I am not 
urging that against the Spring Vallev Water Company. 

Mr. Kaiin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that I have a telegram stating that the legis- 
lature of California ha^s instructed its Senators and requested its 
ReprCv^entatives in Congress to support legislation which authorizes 
the use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley by the city of San Francisco. 

The CiiAHtMAN. Just one question, Mr. Mayor. Was Mr. Schuvler, 
a civil engineer, ever connected with the citv of San Francisco? Was 
he ever employed by the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. Long. ?so; he is in the Spring Valley's employ. He was a 
witness for Spring Valley in the water-rate case. 

The Chairman. Has he been an employee of the Spring Valley 
Water Company? 

Mr. Long. Mr. Schuyler? Yes. 

Mr. Phelan. As an expert in the litigation. 
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The Chairman. Simply as an expert in the litigation? Mr. Schuy 
ler is an engineer who has a very fine reputation, and among the various 
telegrams which have been received is one from Mr. Schuyler stating 
that there were a number of other available sources of water supply for 
San Francisco than the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 

Mr. Long. Mr. Schuyler testified in this water-rate case, and I have 
Judge Farrington^s opinion here, giving an excessive valuation to the 
company, as we believe. He was one of their expert witnesses. 

The Chairman. I am sure the committee would like to hear from 
Mr. Olney, ex-mayor of the city of Oakland, for just a moment, as to 
the needs of the city of Oakland and adjacent communities in the 
matter of additional water supply and as to whether or not they would 
probably care to avail themselves of this additional siipply from the 
Sierras, if acquired by the city of San Francisco. Mr. Olney, I regret 
that we can not give you much time. 

Mr. Englebright. I want to file these telegrams from the city 
council of Oakland and the council of Alameda indorsing this project. 

The Chairman. We will add those to the already voluminous rec- 
ord. Ihis has been a vei*y helpful affair so far as the telegraph com- 
panies are concerned. I desire to learn what the wish of the commit- 
tee is at this tijne with regard to continuing the session. 

Mr. Howland. I would like to have some one direct our attention 
specifically to this resolution which is under consideration, so that we 
may know whether the terms of this specific resolution are satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. Long. I can answer that. We much pr?fer to have the inter- 
polation of Mr. Smith stricken out. 

Mr. Howland. What — the question of use ? 

Mr. Long. Yes. We prefer it, but if it is the judgment of tho com- 
mittee that there should be additional safeguards given to the Gov- 
ernment, we will agree to that. 

Mr. Smith. On that point, will you state why you pref3r to have 
it stricken out ? 

Mr. Long. Becaus.^ I think it is merely repetition. • 

The Chairman. What do you refer to now — the words '^use of?'' 

Mr. Long. Yes; as applied to the lands; I tliink it is merely repe- 
tition. 

Mr. KLvHN. ^^Lssue a patent to the use of." 

Mr. Long. I think it is not necessary, but if it is the judgment of 
the committee that it ought to remain in there we will interpose no 
very great objection. We much prefer to have it out. 

(Thereupon, at 12 o'clock, th? committee adjourned vmtil to-morrow, 
Thursday, Januaiy 21, 1909, at 10 o'clock a. m.) 



San FitANCisco, Cal., Jmiuary IS, W09. 

I, John E. Behan, clerk of the board of vSuporvLsors of the city and county of San 
Francisco, State of California, do hereby certify that the following matters are full, 
true, and correct copies of proceedin,e:s had by and between the board of supervisors of 
the city and county of San Francisco, State of California, the public utilities committee 
of said board, the water rates committee of said board, and the Spring? Valley Water 
Company, a corporation, in matters relating to the offer of the city and county of San 
Francisco to purchase the plant of sjiid S])ring Valley ^^'ater Company. 

[seal.] John E. Behan, 

Clerk Board of Supervisors of the City and County 

of San Francisco, State of California. 
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Sill No. 587. Ordinance No. 505. 

[New series .] 

Soliciting offers for the sale to the city and county of San Francisco of any existing 
public utility, to wit: A system of water supply and works for supplying water to 
said city and county and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof; expressing the deter- 
mination of the board of supervisors to consider any offers that may be made for the 
sale of such public utility, directing the clerk of this board of supervisors to give 
notice by publication that such offers are solicited and will be considered, this 
ordinance bein^ the second of a series of ordinances to be adopted by the board of 
supervisors designed to secure the public utility named. 

Be it ordained by the people of the city and county of San Francisco as follows: 

Section 1. The board of supervisors does hereby solicit offers for the sale to the city 
and county of San Francisco of any existing public utility, to wit: A system of water 
supply and works for supplying water to said city and county and its inhabitants, 
or any portion thereof, and any owner or owners of such system of water supply ana 
works are hereby invited to suomit proposals or offers in writing to the board of super- 
visors for the sale of the same to the city and county of San Francisco, and such proposals 
shall be filed with the clerk of said board at any time within sixty days from the date 
of passage of this ordinance. And it is hereby announced and declared to be the pur- 
pose and intention of said board of supervisors to consider any and all proposals or 
offers that may be made for the sale of said described public utility to the said city and 
county before submitting propositions to the electors for the acquisition by original 
construction or condemnation of said described public utility, in order that the electon 
may have the benefit of acquiring the same at the lowest possible cost thereof. 

Sec. 2. The clerk of the board of supervisors is hereby directed to publish for the 
period of thirty days a notice in substantially the following form: t ^ *' t r ^ 

Notice. Soliciting offers for the sale of any existing public utility, to wit: A system of 
water supply and works to the city and county of San Francisco. 'Lij S.t 5 !5ak ^ fe M 

Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 

City and County of San Francisco, 

, , 1908. '^ 

To all owners of any existing public utility, to wit: A water 8ui)ply and works for sup- 
ply inc^ water to the city and county of San Francisco and its inhabitants or any por- 
tion thereof. 

You are hereby solicited and invited to submit to the board of supervisors of 

the city and county of San Francisco, on or before the day of , 1908, an 

offer or offers in writing to sell to the said city and county any existing public utility, 
to wj^t: A system of water supply and works for supplying water to said city and county 
and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof, ana that said board of supervisors will 
consider any and all such offers that may be submitted. 

That if you should fail or refuse to make such offer or offers, then it is the intention 
of the board of supervisors to continue to conduct such proceedings as may be necessary 
to submit to the voters of said city and county a proposition or propositions for the 
acquisition by original con8tru(!tion or condemnation of the puolic utility named 
herein, to wit: A system of water supply and works for supplying water to said city 
and county and the inhabitants thereof. 

This notice is given in compliance with the provisions of the charter of the city and 

county of San Francisco and of ordinance No. (new series), adopted , 1908, 

and approved , 1908, and your attention is called to said ordinance for further 

particulars. 

Sec. 3. The clerk of said board is hereby directed to cause a copy of the aforesaid 
notice to be personally served upon any known owner of any existing public utility 
described herein, with a request that this board be informed at an early date as to the 
intention of such owner to submit an offer as solicited by such notice and this ordinance. 

Sec. 4. In the event of a failure to receive any offer to sell to the city and county 
the herein described existing public utility, the board of supervisors hereby declares 
its intention of continuing to conduct such proceedings as may be necessary to submit 
to the voters of said city and county a proposition or propositions for the acquisition 
by original construction or condemnation oi the public utility herein named. 

Sec. 5. This ordinance is the second of a series of ordinances to be adopted by the 
board of supervisors relating to and designed to secure the acquisition, coiistructiony 
and completion of the public utility named herein. 
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Sec. 6. This ordinance shall take effect immediately. 
In BoBxd of Supervisors, San Francisco, July 13, 1908. 

After having been pubUahed SiV successive days, according to law, taken up and 
finally passed by the following vote: Ayes: Supervisors Bancroft, Booth, Broderick, 
Center, Comte, Connolly, D'Ancona, Giannini, Uocks. Jennings, Johnston, McAllister, 
Mcl^ran, Murdock, Murphy, Payot, PoUok, Rixford. 

John E. Behan, Clerh. 
Approved, San Francisco, July 14, 1908. 

Edward R. Taylor, 
Mayor and ex-officio President of the 

Board of Supervisors. 



b«il>.0^. 



July 23, 1908. 
Capt. A. H. Payson, 

President Spring Valley Water Company ^ 

San Francisco, Cal. 

Dear Sir: Herewith is delivered to you a certified copy of ordinance No. 505 (new 
series) of the board of supervisors of the city and county of San Francipco, entitled, 
"Soliciting offers for the sale to the city and county of San J'rancisco of any existing 
public utility, to wit: A system of water supply and works for supplying water to 
said city and county and its inhabitants, or any portion thereof; expressing the deter- 
mination of the board of supervisors to consider any offers that may be made for^the 
Bale of such public utility, directing the clerk of this board of supervisors to give 
notice by publication that such offers are solicited and will be considered, this ordi- 
nance being the second of a series of ordinances to be adopted by the board of super- 
visors designed to secure the public utility named," passed July 13, 1908, and approved 
July 14, 1908; and also a certified copy of a notice now being published in the Even- 
ing Post, the oflScial newspaper of the cit>r and county of San Francisco, "Soliciting 
offers for the sale of any existing public utility, to wit: A system of water supply and 
works to the city and county of San Francisco." 

I am directed by said ordinance No. 505 (new series) to request you to inform the 
board of supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, tibrough this office, at 
an early date, as to your intention to submit an offer as solicited by such notice and 
this ordinance, and this request is hereby accordingly made. 
Yours, truly, 

(^Signed) John E. Behan, 

Clerk Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco. 



City and County op San Francisco, 

State of California^ ss: 

Martin Welch, of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California, being 
first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That he is a resident of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California, 
and over the age of 21 years. 

That he is the duly appointed, qualified, and acting sergeant-at-arms of the board 
of supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California. 

That on the 30th day of July, 1908, he personally served upon A. H. Payson, presi- 
dent of the Spring Valley Water Company, a corporation, a certified copy of Ordinance 
No. 505 (new series) of the board of supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, 
and also a copy of a notice soliciting offers for the sale of any existing public utility, 
to wit: A system of water supply and works to the city and county of San Francisco. 

Martin L. Welch, 
Sergeant-at'Arms of the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco j 
State of California, m 

^[Subficribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of July, 1908. ^ 

John £. Behan, 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco ^ State of Cali- 
fornia. 
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City and County op San Francisco, 

State of California, ss: 

Martin Welch, of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California, being 
first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That ne is a resident of the city and county of San Francisco, State of C'alifomia, 
and over the age of 21 years. 

That he is the duly appointed, qualified, and acting sergeant-at-arms of the board 
of supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California. 

That on the 29th day of July, 1908, he personally served upon J. M. Duke, secretary 
of the Spring Valley Water Company, a corporation, a certified copy of Ordinance No. 
505 (new series) of the board of superAdsors of the city and county of San Francisco, 
and also a copy of a notice soliciting offers for the sale of any existing public utility, 
to wit: A system of water supply and works to the city and county of San Francisco. 

Martin L. W^elch, 
JSergeant-at-Anns of the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco^ 
State of California. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of July, 1908. 

John E. Behan, 
iJlerk of the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Franeisco, State of Cali- 
fornia. 



City and County of San Francisco, 
State of California, ss. 

Martin Welch, of the city and countv of San Francisco, State of California, being 
first duly sworn, deposes and says a.*' follows: 

That he is a resident of the city and county of San Francipco, State of California, and 
over the age of 21 years. 

That he is the duly appointed, qualified, and acting sergeant-at-arms of the board 
of supervisors of the citv and countv of San Francii^co, State of California. 

That on the 29th day of July, 1908, he left at the office of the Spring Valley Water 
Company, a corporation, No. 375 Sutter street, San Francisco, Cal., a certified copy 
of Ordinance No. 505 (new series) of the board of supervisors of the city and county of 
San Francisco, and also a copy of a notice soliciting offers for 'the sale of any existing 
public utility, to wit: A system of water supply and works to the city and county 
of San Francisco. 

Martin L. Welch 
Sergeant-at-Anns of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco, State of 

California. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of July, 1908. 

John E. Behan, 
Clerk of the Board of Svpcrrisors of the City and County of San Francisco, State of 
California. 



relating to acquisition of water supply. — CO.MMUNICATION FROM 8PRINO VALLEY 

WATER COMPANY. 

* The following communicution from the Spring Valley Water Company, in response 
to Ordnance No. 505 (new series) of the board of supervisors, soliciting an offer for 
the sale of the existing water supply, was received, read, and referred to the public- 
utilities committee: 

Executive Department, Spring V'alley Water Company, 

,i75 Sutter siicet, San Francisco, Cal., Septeviber 11, 190S. 

To the honorable the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco, 

Gentlemen: We beg to acknowledge receipt of your resolution No. 505 (new 
eeriej^), requesting that this company submit a price at which it 'will sell its property 
to the municipality. 

Before this action was taken you passed a resolution declaring that the Hetch 
Hetchy su])ply was a desirable one for San Francisco, and you declined to include the 
plant of this company in the property which you declared it desirable that the city 
should acquire. 
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The charter provides that before you acquire a public utility you shall solicit 
ofifers of sale of any existing utility. We regard your resolution requesting this com- 
pany to submit a price as a mere formal compliance with this charter requirement. 

Assuming that the resolution declaring in favor of the desirability of the Hetch 
Hetchy supply, in which you declined to include the property of this company, was 
passed by you after a full investigation, it indicates that the municipality does not 
want to buy the property of this company at its fair value. If, however, you do 
really wish to acquire its property, it is unfortunate that your action has necessarily 
tended to depreciate and minimize its value in the public mind. Under these cir- 
cumstances the company can not be blamed for feeling satisfied that any negotiation 
looking to the sale of the property to the city would oe fruitless, and for believing 
further that, until your attitude undergoes a change, the electors will refuse to ratify 
the purchase at any price which the stockholders will be willing to accept. 

Conflicting statements have been made r^arding the water development of which 
the properties of the company are capable. This is a question that vitally affects 
value, and, therefore, any proposition of sale that may be made to the municipality 
will be in such shape as to remove any question of fact concerning this vital issue, 
and to that end will fix a minimum daily delivery. 

Furthermore, it has not been possible in the time fixed by your resolution to arrive 
at a price at which the company will guarantee a stated development from the prop- 
erties now owned by it, as, for instance, the delivery of 110,000,000 gallons or more 
daily (equal to more than three times the present daily consumption). 

It may be of interest to you to know that the company is negotiating for, and feels 
warranted in stating that it will obtain, an option on a Sierra water supply, and also 
an option for the delivery of more than 250,000,000 gallons daily from that supply 
into its system at Pleasanton. 

This Sierra supply is supported by a perfect and unquestioned title. 

Should the company make an offer, it will embrace an option to the city to include 
this Sierra supply in addition to the existing properties of the Spring Valley Water 
Company. 

Respectfully, The Board op Directors op the 

Spring Valley Water Company, 
Hy J. M. Duke, JSecrelary. 



San Fran(Isco. September 16, 1908. 
SpRrxG Valev Water Company. 

375 iS utter street, San Fruticisco, ('iL 

Gentlemen: Your communication of September 11, 1908, addressed to the board 
of supervisors,. wa« presented to paid board at its regular meeting on September 14, 
and was by said board referred to the committee on public utilities for consideration. 

We acknowledge the receipt of your communication and reply thereto as follows: 

The committee extremely regretf^ that your corporation ha.s not neen fit toaA'ail 
itself of the opportunity to submit an offer to sell to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco the system of water supply and works now supplying water to tfie city and to 
its inhabitants. 

While it is to some extent true that the solicitation of an offer from you to sell such 
property was fulfilling a charter requirement, ncverthelpss beneath the mere for- 
mality there exists on the part of the individual mcml)ers of the board and the members 
of this committee in particular an earne-^t desire tf» acquire your properties at not 
merely a reasonable value, but at such a price a.*? the city wouUf be justified in paying 
therefor. 

We think that you do the officials of the city a great injustice in assuming that the 
municipality does not want to buy the property of this company at its fair .value. 
This unwarranted assumption appears to be based upon an alleged action of the 
board in declaring in favor of the desirability of a Hetch Iletchy supply in which 
we declined to include the pro})ert y of this cornpany. 

Wliile no explanation of this action is necessary, we wish to call your attention 
to the provisions of the charter that re(|uires that before the city can acquire a public 
utility of this kind it must obtain plans and estimates of cost of such utility by original 
construction and indicate a source of supply. 

The resolution referred to was therefi^e essential to the plan of acquiring your 
property, and to have included your property in the same ordinance might have 
resulted in invalidating the proccMlure taken looking toward the securino: of a munic- 
ipal water supply. 
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We therefore feel that your attitude in declaring that any negotiations looking to 
the sale of the property to the city would be fruitless is founded on a misconception 
of the l^ral obligations imposed by law on the board of supervisors. Certain it is 
that no action thus far taken by this board was intended to depreciate and minimise 
the value of your property in the public mind, and the attitude striven to ever be 
maintained by the board has been one of an impartial and didntercEted bcdy, ready 
to do equal justice to yourselves and the electors of the city and county. Our attitude 
in this respect, we beg to assure you, will undergo no change. 

We note in this connection that you are contemplating submitting an offer to sell 
to the city and county much more propertv than is embraced in the terms of the ordi- 
nance in that the price will be for a stated development three times the present con- 
sumption and also will embrace an option to the city to include a Sierra supply. 

^ It is our earnest hope that should vou make an offer to sell your properties to the 
citv and county, you will confine such proposition to that described in tne ordinance. 

We beg to remind you that the proceedings pending involve the creation of a bonded 
debt for a large sum and that it is essential that such proceedings shoula be con- 
ducted in sucn manner that the validity of a bond issue can not be auestioned. 
Any foreign matter interpolated in these proceedings would also tend to aestroy the 
object that you deem so essential, namely, the acquisition of your property at a 
fair valuation. 

Therefore should you be desirous of complying with the request of the board of 
Bupervisors it will be necessary to confine your offer to the property which consti- 
tutes an existing utility as that term is used in the charter. 

We bespeak for such an offer from you, a most careful and immediate considera- 
tion. 

, ^ Yourg,' truly, 

(Signed) A. H. Giannini, 

D. C. Murphy, 
Ralph McLeram. 



Office of the President, Executive Department 
Spring Valley Water Company, 375 Sutter Street, 

San Francisco J Cat., September 18 ^ 1903, 

To the pvhlic utilities committee of the honorable board of supervisors of the city and county 
of San Francisco f and A, E. Giannini, D. C. Murphy j and R. McLeran^ members of 
said committee. 

Gentlemen: Referring to your letter of September 15, 1908: You seem to have the 
impression that our letter to you said, in effect, that should we make an offer of sale 
of the Spring Valley property to the city and county it would be so coupled with an 
option on a Sierra supply as to require the acceptance or rejection of both. This was 
not intended. Nor do we think the language of our letter susceptible of that con- 
Btruction. Our offer, if we make one, will be in strict compliance with the charter so 
far as the existing utility is concerned. 

We feel warranted in stating that we will obtain an option on a Sierra supply. It 
will be obtained without cost to us and will impose no obligations. We quote from 
our letter of September 11: 

*' Should the company make an offer, it will embrace an option to the city to include 
this Sierra supply in addition to the existing properties of the Spring Valley Water 
Company.'* 

This option, in the event that the city shall purchase our property, will be turned 
over to the city without cost, and if it does not feel inclined to avaiLof it, it need not 
do so. 

On the other hand, if, upon investigation — and there has never been any investigation 
of thiq Sierra supply by the representatives of the city — it shall be deemed advisable 
to avail of the option, that course may be pursued. In other words, the city will get 
for nothing an option on a supply the title to which is unquestioned, and this option 
will impose no obligation whatever upon the city. 

As we stated in our letter of Sent.«mDer 11, we thought the above information would 
be of Jnterest to you. 

* Yours, respectfully, Spring Valley Water Company, 

By J. M. Duke, Secretary. 
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LBTTEB 7B0M ST7FERYISOB8 TO SPRING VALLEY WATEB COMPANY. 

On December 3 a letter was received from W. H. Bourn, president of the Sprinp; Val- 
ley Water Company, offering to place two members of the board of supervisors upon 
the board of directors of the aforesaid company, and expressing the hope that there 
might be cooperation between the city and the corporation named through which rates 
could be fixed that would be satisfactory to all parties. In reply thereto the water- 
XBtes committee of the board transmitted the following communication: 

San Francisco, December 9, 1908. 
Spring Valley Water Company, 
► S75 Sutter street, San Francisco, Cal. 

^ Gentlemen: We beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 3d instant, signed 
by W. H. Bourn, president. 

One thing your letter makes clear, and that is that there seems very little hope of our 
agreeing on the fixing of rates. 

The Hetch Hetchy election, to which you refer, must have convinced you, as it has 
convinced us, of the determination of the people of this city to acquire, own, and operate 
their own waterworks. They have decided by a vote of 6 to 1 in favor of Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and Lake Eleanor as sources of supply. It is the belief of many that they will 
also favor the purchase of the properties of the Spring Valley Water Company if the 
properties are offered at a fair price and offered promptly. If an offer to sell your 
properties is not received within a reasonable time your silence on the subject might 
DO regarded as meaning that you do not wish to sell. In that event the people may 
decide to go ahead wit£ independent construction of storage and distributing systems 
to be used in connection with the supplies from Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor. 

The wishes of the people as expressed at the election November 12, 1908, are 
regarded by us as a mandate to proceed as speedily as is consistent with thoroughness 
wi^ all plans, having for their object the ownership of waterworks by the municipal- 
ity. Such bein^ the case, we do not favor any action that might have a tendency 
to perpetuate pnvate ownership, thus defeating the will of the people: therefore this 
committee does not think that the presence of two supervisors on the board of direct- 
ors of the Spring Valley Water Company would be in the interest of public policy^ 
and will therefore recommend against it. 

Reduced to a simple statement, the position of the board of supervisors is as follows: 
To proceed without unnecessary delay to the purchase or construction of a water- 
worxs to be owned and managed by the municipality. In accordance with the pro- 
visions of Ordinance No. 505 (new series), you were so notified. You were given 
opportunity to offer your properties for sale to the city if you so desired. On Septem- 
ber 15, 1908, the public utilities committee directed your attention to Ordinance No. 
505 (new series), affording you another opportunity to negotiate with the city. 

At this time the water-rates committee asks the question. Do you wish to sell the 
properties of the Spring Valley Water Company now used in supplying water to the 
ci ty and county of San Francisco to the city and county? 

We respectfully reouest that you place this matter before your stockholders in such 
a way that every stockholder in your company may have ample opportunity to decide 
what course will be best, in view of all the circumstances, for the company to pursue. 
Yours, truly, 

James A. Johnston, 
D. C. Murphy, 
Water Rates Committee of the Board of Supervisors of the 

City and County of San Francisco. 

The receipt of the foregoing communication was acknowledged by the following 
letter from tne Spring Valley Water Company: 

fSAN Francisco, Cal., December 10, 1901. 

Messrs. James A. Johnston and D. C. Murpht, 

Water Rates Committee of the Board of Supervisors, San Francisco, Cal. 

Dsab Sirs : I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 9th instant, addressed 
to the SpringValley Water Company. 

Presiaent JBoum is absent from the city. The matter will be taken up by him on 
lusretun.. 

Respectfully, yours, J. M. Quay, Vice-President. 
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RELATIVE TO THE ACQUISITION OF A MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLY. 

The following communication was received, read, and ordered referred to the water 
rates committee: 

[Communication from the Spring Valley Water Company relative to the sale of Its plant to the city.] 

December 30, 1908. 
To the Water Rates Committee of the Jionorable 

the Board of Supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco. 

Gentlemen: We beg to further acknowledge your letter of December 9. Referring 
to vour question: 

V Do you wish to sell the properties of the Spring Valley Water Company, now used 
in supplying the city and county of San Francisco, to the city and county? " 

We beg to inform you that we have no wish to sell, but that we have every willing- 
ness to sell the properties to the city and county of San Francisco at a fair valuation. 
We beg to refer you to our letter to the board of supervisors, dated October 2, 1908, 
and to the published statement of the company. Any tentative valuation suggested 
by the supervisors has, in our opinion, been far below the value of the property, and 
it would be of no avail to name a price unless it met with the approval of the voters. 

It has been our hope that this entire matter would shape itself so that you would 
recognize the true value of our j)roperties, and that with your cooperation the voters 
of San Francisco would learn their value. We accept the result of the recent election 
as an expression of the desire of the municipality to o;wn its water supply. 

To arrive at definite figures which will be acceptable to both parties may not be 
without difl5culty, considering the nature of the transaction. The properties of this 
company will not be sold below their fair value, and you have expressed a desire to 
purchase them at not only a fair value, but "at such a price as the city would be 
justified in paying therefor." 

Referring to your sugi^estion that this matter be placed before the shareholders, we 
beg to state that we will be glad to act upon it, reserving, however, the privilege, 
which we also deem a duty, of making such recommendations as we think proper. 

In further reply to your letter, we beg to state that we are informed and believe 
that, under the constitution of the State of California, under whose authority and 
protection this company rests, the city and county of San Francisco will be unable 
to enter into competition with it, and that the properties of the Spring Valley Water 
Company can not be "taken or damaged without just compensation," and, there- 
fore, no shareholder need view with alarm the suggestion that the city will proceed 
to construct its own works. 

On behalf of the shareholders of the company we feel entirelv justified in expressing 
their sincere willingness to sell to the city and county of San f^ancisco the properties 
of this company, now used in supplying water to the city and county of San Francisco, 
at a fair and reasonable valuation. 
Respectfully, 

Spring V.^lley Water Company, 
By S. P. Eastman, 

Assistant to the President. 



Washington, D. C, January 11, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Cfiainnan Public Lands Committee, 

House of Repreacntatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: In compliance with your request I hand you a tabulated statement showing 
the names, areas, conditions, and ownerships of the various sources near and remote 
from which it is possible to draw a water supply for San Francisco. It will be observed 
that all su|)plie3 and sources except the one selected are in corporate ownership and 
are in part used for supplying exitJtiiig towns, industries, etc.; also, that if the Tuolumne 
source, all of which is int^ide a park and inacces^^ible by reason of altitude and snow 
except for about four months each year, shall be in the future subject to pollution by 
campers, what must be the degree of pollution of other areas covered with human 
activities of all kinds, with villaj^es, towns, and barnyards, etc., situated at lower and 
accessible altitudes and not subject to the safe conditions imposed by nature on the 
Tuolumne? To impose upon San I'rancisco the penalty of forfeiting an expenditure 
of over $115,000, made to secure a supply open unuer the law as to selection, and under 
conditions legally and properly required by the Government for the protection of 
public interests, will simply result in throwing that municipality bound and helpless 
at the mercy of the corporation now unable to supply this increasing necessity. 
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It was stated by one of the members of the committee that the people of San Fran- 
cisco were not given an opportunity to select a source and that the Lake Eleanor 
and Hetch Hetchy was the only one presented to them. It will be readily recalled 
by vou that one of the numerous conaitions imposed by the honorable the Secretary 
of the Interior was that two-thirds of the electors should express their approval of 
this source. This necessitated a costly special election, and as a result a bitter struggle 
ensued between the people and company furnishing water to the city. During uie 
campaign the company seized every opportunity by letters and through newspapers 
and circulars distriouted at every voting place to acquaint the electors with the other 
sources, and notwithstanding this, the people by the overwhelming majority of six 
to one indicated the source to which we are now endeavoring to per^t our rights. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Marsden Manson, 
City Eng-ineer, San FraneUcOy Cal. 
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Waihinoton, D. C, Janucary 6, 1909. 
The Hon. S. C. Smith, 

Chairman Committee on Public Landa^ 

United States House of Representatives, 

My Dear Mr. Smith: Since other busineae calls me away at nresent) 1 wish to file 
with your committee the following brief statement. In this I am representing sub- 
stantially the officers of the American Civic Association, the officers and membership 
of the Appalachain Mountain Club of Boston, the Mazamas of Portland and Seattle, 
and, as mdividuals, a majority of the officers and members of the Siena Club, whose 
membership is largely in San Francisco; also the Mountaineers and several smaller 
organizations. These ag^egate a membership of at least 5,000 persons who have keen 
and intelligent interests in the matters at issue. We submit — 

First. That the proposed exchange of lands should be denied because it is an attempt 
to ^ more rights m the National Jrark than those contemplated in the original grant. 
It IS a pretext to escape from under the authority of the Interior Department, or at 
least complicating the question of iurisdiction and power to enforce iJie conditions of 
the grant. The city now has conditionallv the right to flood Hetch Hetchy without 
further legislation. Why should not San Francisco relinquish to the Government the 
land she now owiis or is acquiring in Hetch Hetchy and take an easement instead? 

Second. We object strenuously to any legislation that will minimize the revocability 
at the grant, for upon its enforceability the unrestricted public use of nearly half the 
national park is dependent, and more than half of its scenic value. (See my pam- 
phlet on the Tuolumne Canyon filed herewith.) 

Third. We contend that the two uses of the Tuolumne watershed contemplated in 
the grant are incompatible; that the city is merely taking the first step in this bill 
towsurd a diversion of the entire 500 square miles to its own domestic use. Therefore, 
the conditions should be held sufficiently rigid to force the city to filter instead of 
excluding the public when either becomes necessary. 

Fourth. There was a 30 per cent increase last year in the number of people visiting 
the park. This ratio of increase will flood the Tuolumne r^ons of the park with 
irisitors annually, both in winter and in summer, long before the city can establish 
its plant. The pubUc use of that part of the park is something that must be taken 
into account now. 

Fifth. There are no specific stipulations in the grant requiring the city to keep the 
Tuolumne Canyon open by builaing trails and rcmds instead of the ones that wul be 
submei]Red. In a recent conference with Secretary Garfield, he said to me that it 
would oe perfectly proper to include these stipulations in any new action by the 
House. We ask, respectfully, that these be included. 

Sixth. Since so many conflicting interests are involved and ieopardized by this pfo- 
poeed legislation, and since the questions involved are of such large public concern, 
we eamestl;^ ask that the committee recommend postponement of action until a more 
exhaustive investigation has been made that shall be more than ex parte. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Wm. Frederic BADift, 
Secretary Faculty Pacific Theological Seminary, 



The Oregonian thinks Hetch Hetchy grant should not be made. Yosemite Valley 
belongs to the public. San Francisco may surely get water supply elsewhere. 

Edgar B. Tipbr. 



[Telegram.] 

San Francisco, Cal., January 11 ^ 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives y Washingtonj D. C. 

Oppose Hetch Hetchy grant as unnecessary; many other sources available. 

E. T. PARflONS. 
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[TeleRram.] 

San Francisco, Cal., January 11 j 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondbll, 

House of Representatives J Washington^ D. C. 

Hetch Hetchy grant is absolutely unnecessary; many other sources available. 
Oppose on this ground. 

John Muir. 



St. Augustine, Fla., January It, 1909, 
The Hon. Frank Mondell, M. C, 

Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir : As one of the committee on forestry for the Florida Federation of Woman's 
Clubs, I afik your influence toward the retention of the beautiful Hetch Hetchy Valley, 
in the Yosemite. Your favorable consideration will greatly oblige, 
Yours, truly, 

Maria E. Inqraham, 
On Forestry Committee, Florida Federation of Wom4m*s Clubs. 

By request of chairman. 

Mrs. Kirk Munrob. 



Chicago, III., January 12, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I desire to protest most vigorously against the surrender of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley for purposes of supplying tne city of San Francisco with drinkinj^ water. 
This certainly is aveiy questionable surrender of great public interests to the individ- 
ual welfsure of one city, and, it would seem from reports coming to me, of private 
interests. I trust that this matter will receive vo\ir most careful consideration before 
any action by Congress surrendering this beautiful valley receives your approval. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

M. P. BOYNTON. 



Chicago, III., January IS, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell^ 

Chairman Congressional Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear Sir: Permit me to protest against the use of the Hetch Hetchy'\Valley for 
any purpose other than as a public park, and ask that you use your valuable influence 
to this end. 

The people of San Francisco surely have other means of getting water. 
Youre, very truly, 

C. H. Castle. 



Department of Health, 

Chicago, January 15, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chavrman Committee on the Public Lands, 

HouM of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am advised that a proposition is under consideration by your committee 
which is very likely to result in the occupation, with the consent of Congress, of cer- 
tain public lands located in the Yosemite Valley Reservation. I feel that it would 
be a very great mistake to sacrifice any part oi the public pleasure ground of the 
United States to any private interests, however deserving. I am sure that arrange- 
ments could be made for the proper supply of the city of San Francisco with water 
without encroaching upon the public domain, and I sincerely hope that you will 
agree with me in this conclusion. 

Very truly, yours, Chas. B. Ball. 
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The First National Bank of Napa, 

NapOf Cal.^ January 14, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman CommiUu on Public Lands ^ WaahingUmf D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wired you on the 12th instant, re<}ue8ting you to oppose the Hetch 
Hetchy grant, as other sources of supply were certainly available for San Francisco. 

This follows my previous communication^ in which I set out my reasons in this matter 
quite at length, and it is not necessary to reiterate them. It is enough to sav that there 
are a great many of us here in California who are not influenced one way or the other by 
selfish motives, that believe that our national park domain is for something else than 
unlimited water and power privileges to any city, much less to one which has as many 
other ways to turn as has San Francisco. 

Very truly, yours, E. L. Bickford. 



Riverside, Cal., January 14, 1909. 
Mr. Mondell, Representalivey Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I inclose herewith a copv of a telegram which I sent you to-day. I 
have camped in the Hetch Hetchy and know of its wonderful beauty and grandeur, 
of its wonderful health-giving properties. No man can visit this place without getting 
great good in every sense of the word. It is the nation's park; it is God's temple, 
and the children of men should not be robbed of it for material reasons. 

I am advised by mountaineers, such as John Muir and Mr. Colby and Mr. Le Conte * 
and others, who have lived in the mountains all their lives, and know every foot of 
them, that this national loss is altogether uncalled for, as there are many other sources 
from which San Francisco citizens may receive their water supply. There must be 
some ulterior purpose behind the giving of this grant, or behind the getting of it. 
There is beside the water reservior a tremendous water power, which surely should 
not be given to any private or public corporation, and taken away from the nation. 
If it be necessary to make this grant in the end, then the power privilege should be 
reserved for the people, and should be sold, and the money used for the development 
of this and other large reservations for the health seeker and the pleasure seclcer in 
these mountains. The fishing, camping, and sight-seeing privileges should be 
reserved. Without question there ought to be a provision maae for tne building of 
roads in or about the valley in connection with the camp — ^for the building of roads 
throu^out the national park — so that men may go and see and walk through this 
beautiful valley and see tne beauties which are hidden from the great majority of us. 
The power privile|g[e would make all of this possible, if sold for any reasonable sum; 
it should not be given away. Too much of the store of the nation's wealth has been 
squandered and uie nation robbed of the benefit. Is it never ceasing; is there noth- 
ing to be held sacred by this nation; is it to be dollars only; are we to be cramped 
in soul and mind by the lust after filthy lucre only; shall we be left some of the more 
glorious places? Hetch Hetchy is one of them wherein tired man may regain strength 
and life and may recoup mind and body and brain. I have gone throughout these 
mountains and have gotten wonderful good from my tramps and climbs. If this 
pliant goes through I understand that we shall be cut out from ail the territory composed 
in the wateishea of the great Tuolumne, the wonderful Tuolumne, which rushes down 
through thegreen canyons, and through Hetch Hetchy, on its way, carrying blessing 
to men. This watershed includes one-half of the national park. It includes 
the beautiful, mat Tuolumne Meadows; it includes Lysle Mountain and Glacier 
and McClure Mountain and Glacier, as well as including Mount Dana and Mount 
Hoffman, and many other places where tens of thousands of people go to restore lost 
energy and to get inspiration for future struggles. 

I urge with all my soul that you fight this grant, with the hope of succeeding. 

San Francisco's engineer in the past has said that they could get three times the 
amount that they are now using, wnich I understand to be about 35,000,000 gallons, 
from their present sources; and I am advised, and presume that you are acquainted 
with the facts, that Prof. George Davis and Col. W. W. Heuer, U. S. Army, have 
made a report on them, and state that Colonel Mendall, U. S. Army, has reported on 
fourteen possible sources of water supply for the city of San Francisco. San Francisco 
is supplied with water, and has possibilities of increasing its water supply as few cities 
in the world are supplied, or have possibilities of beine supplied. 

If this be the case, and without doubt it is, why should all our people, or the world's 
people, be robbed of this glorious spot? I think that it is a gem beyond description 
oy any save John Muir. In my estimation it is even more beautiful than the glorious 
losemite. It is the Yosemite in minature. If you and others of our Representatives 
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at Washington could only see this valley with your own eyes, and if you would believe 
the reports of the United States Army officers, you surely would not be prevailed upon 
to permit for one minute this desecration of God's own temple. There is no place on 
earth; there is no temple built by men's hands, however oeautiful, however grand, 
however symmetrical, which can at all compare in deei^, in majesty, in greatnees, 
with these natural temples. Man can not visit them without feeling tne presence of 
the Almighty God there, and can not come away without taking with him something 
that can not be obtained by money. Is it not possible to stop this robbery of our 
people of things they need and enjoy so much? 

Iress with all your might for the withdrawal of this grant, at least until such times 
as future generations shall be called upon to determine whether or not it is absolutely 
necessary for the life of the city. 

Yours, sincerely, Jambs Mills. 

P. S. — Copies of this letter have been sent to Congressmen Hobart, Parsons, and 
Englebright. 



Riverside, Cal., Jantutry 14y 1909. 

Mr. MONDBLL, 

Representative J Washington^ D. C: 

The grant of Hetch Uetchy to San Francisco robs nation of inestimable privilege 
and blessing, and is altogether uncalled for. If grant made, camping and fishing 
and sight-seeing privileges should be reserved. 

James Mills. 



Los Angeles, (^al., January 14y 1909. 
Hon. F. W. Mondell, 

House of Representatives f Washington^ D. C. 

Honorable Sir: Please accept my protest against the proposed law for making 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley a source of water supply for San Francisco. This valley 
has long been used and reserved as a beauty spot and should not be sacrificed, when 
there are so many acceptable locations for a water supply which would not in any way 
injure the camping facilities of San Francisco. 

Yours, very truly, Geo. W. Hurrill. 



Los Angeles, Cal., January 14^ 1909, 
Hon. F. W. Mondell, 

House of Representatives^ Washin^Um^ D. C. 

Honorable Sir: As a citizen of the Pacific coast and bein^somewhat familiar with 
the Hetch Hetchy project, I enter protest against the makine of a reservoir of this 
beautiful park, for the reason that it would be a shame to spoil one of the most beau- 
tiful of nature's beauty spots when there are many sources of water supply adjacent 
to San Francisco which are in my opinion very much more suitable. 
Yours, very truly, 

£. A. Bradley. 



Western Hardware and Arms Company, 

Los AngeleSj January 14t 1909, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Hou^e of Representatives t Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I hereby protest against the proposed grant of water right in the Hetch 

Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco, for the reason that it is an unnecessary 

sacrifice of a great natural national breathing place, in view of the fact that there 

are many other adequate sources of water supply available for the use of San Francisco. 

Sincerely, yours, 

F. C. Richardson. 
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Los Angeles, <'al., Januertj 14^ 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee^ 

House of Representatives, Washington ^ D. C. 

Dear Sib: I wish to place on record in your proceedingi« re the propot»ed grant of the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley in the Yoaemite National Park to San Fran«*i8Co the following 
editorial from the Portland Oregonian: 

"a rich grab. 

**The whole country is interested in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. It is an important 
part of the most valuable territory belonffing to the American people. It lies in the 
Yoeemite National Park, and next to the Yosemite Valley the Hetch Hetchy Valley is 
the most beautiful tract in that wonderful region. It belongs to the people and it 
should forever be preserved to the people as a source of health and pleasure. It seems 
pretty clear, therefore, that Mr. Garfield has made a mistake in granting any rights 
whatever to the city of San Francisco in this valley which will interfere with the rights 
of the public, no matter what cause there was for making the grant. But if it has been 
made without even the appearance of a good reason he ha« made a doubly regrettable 
mistake. On the face of it the Hetch Hetchy Valley has been alienated from the pub- 
lic and turned over to San Francisco as a reservoir for city water. 

"Even if San Francisco could not get water elsewhere she ought not to have obtained 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley. The rights of the American people in this enormously 
valuable property are superior to hers. In fact she has no right at all to it. But San 
Francisco can get plenty of water elsewhere. Her present .«iupply properly developed 
would furnish her 100,000,000 gallons daily, whereas she uses but 35,000,000 gallons. 
Moreover, there are other sources available without trenching on the national domain 
which would supply all she needed forever. There are few cities in the world so well 
able to get abundance of good water as San Francisco. Why, then, this ea^^emees to 
giab the Hetch Hetchy Valley and rob the nation of its property? That it is robbery 
there is no doubt. Mr. Garfield, with the strangest prodigality, has exacted no com - 
peneation from the city. He has given away the great water powers of the vallev with 
the water. He has made no requirement concerning road construction, and he has 
made it possible to exclude the public forever from a full half of the Yosemite National 
Park. It all seems very mysterious. 

''But the mystery lightens a little when we turn attention to the water power which 
goes with the grant. This is worth millions of dollars. Properly improved, it would 
pay for the maintenance of the park in perpetuity, build all needed roads, erect all 
structures required for use and beautv. Mr. Garfield has given it away. Surely it is a 
magnificent present to somebody. Who gets it? Ostensibly the city of San Francisco 

fets it. In all likelihood some corporation hiding back of the city lies in wait to grab it. 
[o man ought to have authority to squander public property in this way; or if he must 
have the power he shoiild be held responsible for the aouse of it. Power without cor- 
respondinfi; responsibility is almost invariably mischievous. If Mr. Garfield had to 
make gooa the property which he so lightly throws away, he would not throw it away 
so lightly^. The Hetch Hetchy Valley oelongs to the people and they ought to be able 
to keep it." 

The above editorial is a statement of truth, and I urgently protest against this wanton 
and needless sacrifice of nearly half of our great national pane. 

Yours, F. O. Johnson. 



302 Mills I^uilding, 
San Francisco, Cal., January 14, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Chairman Public Lands Committee, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wrote you some days ago briefly listing the valid reasons against tlie 
proposed grant of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and the Tuolumne watershed to &ie city of 
San Francisco, but with your permission will address you again, stating the««e reasons 
more completely, as follows: 

First. Unnecessary. The city at present u.sea 35,000,000 gallons of water per day. 
-Mr. Grunsky, formerly city engineer of San Francisco, has reported that the city s 
present source of supply could be developed to over 100,000,000 gallons per day. The 
same has been reported by Prof. George Davidson, who has made careful investigations 
and who assured me, during a recent interview, that he was prepared to maintain his 
position in the matter. The same has also been reported by Col. \V. W. Heuer, U. S. 
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Army. Col. Robert Mendell, U. S. Army, reported on numerous poesible sources of 
water supply fpr the city of San Francisco. In fact, few cities of tne world are more 
favorably sittiated as to possible sources of water supply. Anyone with a good map 
before him showing the run-off of the western slope of tne Sierra Nevada, with its many 
river^, to sav nothing of the rivers of the coast ranges, could not be misled into the 
belief that the Hetch Hetchy was the only source of a supply for San Francisco. In 
fact, the proponents of this scheme admit their chief reason for seeking it to be their 
belief that it is cheaper, a supposition by no means established as a fact by tentative 
investigations into the cost of constructing the nece8sar>' works. 

Second. Destruction would follow to tne Hetch Hetchy Valley if turned into a 
reeeryoir, for the reason that, whatever the effect it might have on the scenery, the 
flooding of the entire floor many fathoms deep with water, as shown b}^ the plans of 
Mr. Manson, city engineer of San Francisco, would destroy the magnificent camp- 
ground groves in the park-like stretches of the valley and render the valley inaccessi- 
Dle, unusable, and unehjoyable by the public. 

The fact of the matter is that there are three great foci in the park from which, to 
which , and through which all roads and trails lead and radiate . These are the Yosemite 
Valley, the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and the Tuolumne Meadows. Every season hun- 
dreds traverse these trails and camp in the pleasure camping places in these three 
centers. Personally, I have traversed these various traits mree different seaeoDs, 
each season spending many days in the Hetch Hetchy Valley itself, and each time I 
was there there were numerous parties there encamped and enjoying the vallev, run- 
ning into the hundreds in number. This is but a beginning of the great tide of travel 
that must seek this beautiful recreation spot in the future. It is notorious that the 
Yosemite Valley itself has been overcrowded for several seasons, and the overflow will 
seek the Hetch Hetchy Valley and the Tuolumne Meadows in annuallv increasing tides 
of travel . Were this unsightly reservoir built in the Hetch Hetchy Valley, as proposed, 
no provision having been made for building a wagon road at the level of the reservoir 
through and about the granite cliffs that nearly perpendicularly wall in the valley for 
the greater part of both sides, all of the trails raoiating to and from this focus will nec- 
essarily be cut off and made "no thoroughfare." 

Even were this great sacrifice of a magnificent national property justified, as it is 
not, hy an urgent need for water, which could not be supplied irom other sources, the 
grant m its present form should be denied for the following reasons: 

First. The Interior Department seems to have entirely overlooked the interests of 
the nation in this, one of its most matchless properties. What warrant is there for 
abandoning to an^ local or special interests a national property worth millions without 
either compensation or any show of actual necessity? 

Second. The grant made by Mr. G^arfield to San Francisco contains no provision 
requiring the city to build a road in the valley around the margin of the reservoir, 
which Mr. Manson has suggested possible. Any grant of this nature should require 
this of the city. 

Third. No rental whatsoever is asked for these priceless water rights, valued by Mr. 
Manson and his associates at over $10,000,000. In any event, rental should be chaiged 
'to be applied to betterment of the park. 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valuable wat€^ power to 
be developed, leaving it to be appropriated without compensation by the city and by 
local interests and private corporations, when it should nave been reserved entirely 
to be disposed of by the nation, the proceeds to be applied to the maintenance of the 
park in ouilding roads, trails, and bridges throughout. Is not this immense wnter 
power value the ulterior object of the proponents of this scheme? They could get 
water elsewhere. 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park is left indefinite by the grant made by Mr. 
Garfield. Mr. Manson has stated that it was the city's intention after the reservoir 
was built to keep visitors out of the entire Tuolumne watershed, comprisine nearly 
one-half of the entire Yosemite National Park. A positive stipulation shoula be em- 
bodied in any grant that free and unrestricted access for sight-seeins, fishing, and 
camping shall forever be maintained throughout the entire park to all visitors, and 
that no restriction either by or for the city shall ever be made on the full use of the 
entire park in every legitimate wav for park purposes. 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, without the least scenic 
attraction, or appreciable value for park purposes, worthless for pleasure camping, 
lying within the Yosemite National rark limits, for a portion of the floor of the Hetco 
Hetchy Valley itself, one of the world's rarestpark gems, is to me preposterous. I have 
seen Hog Ranch and sojourned in Hetch Hetchy Valley several times and I'd not 
exchange one acre of the valley floor for the entire ranch. 
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Seventh. There is no existing immediate neceeeity in the case requiring any action 
to be taken at this time. Is it wise or statesmanlike to wantonly dispose of a magnifi- 
cent park admittedly worth millions until complete congressional investigation on 
which to take action can be made? 

Eighth. No investigation has been made by the Interior Department or by Congress, 
either as to whether any public necessity warranting such a sacrifice of national prop- 
erty exists or as to the effect or damage such a sacrifice might have on the original pur- 
pose for which this portion of the park was forever dedicated. Would it not be states- 
noanlike to thorougnly investigate this entire proposition at the hands of a congres- 
sional committee or an unbiased commission, appointed by Congress, before taking 
action that might be irretrievable and that on the UMce of it would so greatly jeopardize 
a national property, particularly as it is manifest that no interests involved could 
suffer any aamage by any such necessary delay? 
Yours, respectfully, 

E. T. Parsons. 



San DiEao, Gal., January 14, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of HepresentativeSf Washrngtariy D. C. 

Drar Sir: As a member of the Sierra Club, I have visited the Hetch Hetchy coun- 
try. As a part of the national reservation, it forms one of its most beautiful features, 
^ith the road reaching from the Sequoia Park via Lake Eleanor and through the 
Yoeemite Valley, the most beautiful scenic portion of the Sierras is to be found. It 
would seem a aesecration to use any portion of it for public utility, as it is destined 
to become the most delightful outing place for the people of the nation. I trust that 
you will use your endeavor to forestall the movement to make the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley into a reservoir. 

Sincerely, yours, Wheeler J. Bailey. 



Los Angeles, January 14, 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Houae of Representatives J WdshingtoUf D. C. 

Dear Sir: I wish to state my emphatic protest against the proposed grant of Hetch 
Hetchy Valley to the city of San Francisco. 

My protest is based upon the following nrounds: 

The proposed use of the valley will result in the practical destruction of some of the 
finest scenery of the United States. It will deprive the citizens of the entire United 
States of a most delightful recreation ground for the benefit of a few persons. 

By makinfi^ this grant the Government will practically give away a property of 
enormous value. The city of San Francisco proposes to render no consideration for 
what it asks. The power rights of the Tuolumne River are worth millions of dollars, 
and the effect of the proposed grant will be to permit the city of San Francisco and 
private corporations to acquire, without consideration to the Government, property 
which could be made productive of profit to the people of the whole country. 

The grant of this valley is not essential to the health or welfare of the people of San 
Francisco. If the Hetch Hetchy Valley were the only source of water supply acces- 
sible to San Francisco, not one word of protest would be heard. But, as shown by 
matter already presented to you, 14 other sources of water supply are accessible to 
San Francisco and can be made available at an expense not exceeding that necessary 
in case of Hetch Hetchy. The present water supply of San Francisco will be adequate 
for many years, and, as stated, 14 other sources are available to meet future demands. 
Therefore this valley is not essential to San Francisco, and the city's desire to appro- 
priate it is the result of the selfishness and greed of private persons. 

It is a city's duty to supply its inhabitants with water, but it is not its duty or 
function to mtten private corporations and persons at the expense of the people of the 
entire Union. San Francisco proposes to appropriate this valley, rendering its 
scenery absolutely inaccessible, not even builoing a road around the margin oi the 
reservoir. 

The Sierra Nevada Range ia the natural playground for the people of the United 
States. The grandest mountains and fairest valleys of the country are there. Blessed 
with a perfect summer climate, having the most attractive scenery, this range will be 
visited oy increasing numbers of tourists from all parts of the country. The importance 
of rest and recreation is becoming daily better appreciated. Recreation and pleasure 



328 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESEKVOIR. 

among g^rand scenic features are distinct factors for health and happiness. The Siem 
Nevada offers opportunities for such rest and relaxation, and the Metch Hetchy is one 
of the most attractive valleys of the Sierra. To destroy this valley would be to rob 
the whole people. 

In common with many thousands, both Californians and EastemerSi I most respect- 
fully but emphatically protest against the proposed grant. 

Respectfully, Willouohby Rodman. 



4450 Oaken WALD Avenue, Chicago, January 14y 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington^ D. C. 

Dear Sir: After reading a brief description of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and that it 
is in danger of being destroyed as a pleasure ground and natural park, I feel impelled 
to appeal to y^u as chairman of Committee on Public Lands, in the hope that you 
will use your influence to prevent the grant which allows the city of San Francisco to 
perpetrate this destruction, when it has been demonstrated that there are man v other 
sources from which they can obtain an abundant water supply. I am sure this ex- 

grosses the wish of numberless people who enjoy the beauties of nature, such as this 
elightful valley affords, when I bespeak your kind intervention in this matter. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Bertha May IIembling. 



2214 Bancroft Way, Berkeley, Cal., 

January, 15, 1909. 
The Hon. Frank Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I moat earnestly protest at the conversion of Hetch Hetchy Valley into 
a reservoir site. I feel sure that if you and others were aware of the overcrowdiog 
of Yosemite Valley, and of the fourteen other places as available in every way as 
Hetch Hetchy, then this 500 square miles of national park would not be ruined to the 
nation. 

Respectfully, yourp, (Miss) Anita Gompbrtz. 



Chicago, III, January 15, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: As a lover of nature and scenery I beg to express the hope that you will 
use your influence against the permission given to San Francisco by the Department 
of the Interior to use the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a reservoir. 
Verj* truly, yours, 

Eames MacVeagh. 



Waukeoan, 111., January 16, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: It must be a source of regret to the constantly increasing numbers of our 
citizens who desire the retention of some of the beauty spots of our country in their 
natural state and for the use and admiration of the people to hear the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, California, is threatened with destruction. The Department of the Interior 
has granted to the city of San Francisco permission to convert it into a reservoir, and 
Congress is ajsked to miiiy the ^nt. 

Every right-minded citizen will, I think, urge you to cooperate in preventing this 
violation of the whole people's rights and I trust you will use every endeavor in this 
direction. 

It can scarcely be denied that as a nation we have been very lax in retaining iot 
the public use and enjoyment many of the natural advantages of our country . There 
appears to be an avid desire on our part, to commercialize everything possible, but 1 am 
glad to nay there are evidences of a constantly increasing number of people that think 
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that we have already gone far enough in this direction, ^nd it ia very gratifying to note 
that every e£fort made to conserve our natural resorts and our national beauty spots 
meets with increasing approval, and all those who help in this good work are the 
recipients more and more of public favor. 

This is a very good sign, and I sincerely hope that we may count on you ranginfi" 
yourself on the side of those who are very desirous of seeing the beautiful natural 
advantages that we have kept as much as possible for the use, amusement, and uplift- 
ing of ourselves and those that come after us whilst we can. 

Kespectfully soliciting your interest in this matter, I am, 

Yours, truly, J. W. Barwell, 

By J. W. B. 



Chicago I III., January 16, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chaimian Committee on Public Lands, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: It has come to iny notice that Congress is to be asked to ratify the grant 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, California^ a part of the Yosemite National Fark, to the 
city of San Francisco, for conversion into a reservoir. This matter has doubtless 
already been brought to your attention, and therefore does not call for an extended 
argument on my part. 

When it is stated on good authority that there are plenty of other sources available 
for water supply for San Francisco, without taking this remarkable and beautiful 
valley, it seems to me that it would be a great misfortune to take away from the people 
of the whole country such a remarkable piece of natural scenery and give it over to 
one city that does not need it. I trust that you will use your influence against the 
despoiling of this valley. 

Youre, very truly, Normand S. Patton. 



[Telegram.] 

San Francisco, Cal., January 19, 1909. 

A. U. GlANNINI, 

New Willard, Washington, D. C. 

Please present to the Public Lands Committee the following resolution adopted 
by our Council: 

** Whereas, The city and county of San Francisco is endeavoring to obtain from 
the Congress of the United States a confirmation of certain rights granted by the 
Secretary of the Interior in and to certain reservoir sites in Hetch Hetchy Valley and 
at Lake Eleanor, as a future source of water supply; therefore, 

"Resolved, by the Council of the City of Alameda, That we indorse the efforts of the 
city and county of San Francisco to obtain the desired legislation from Congress, and 
we request our Representative in Congress, Hon. J. R. Kuowland, to aid in this 
matter, and that he present this memorial to the Public Lands Committee of the 
House." 

Adopted and passed by the council of Alameda, Cal., this 18th day of January, 1909. 

E. K. Taylor, 
/ Mayor of Alameda. 



[Telegram.] 

San Francisco, (-al., January 19, 1909. 

A. H. GlANNINI, 

N^ Willard, Washington, D. C. 

I transmit herewith to you for presentation to the Public Lands Committee a copy 
of Oakland city council resolution No. 34672, adopted by said council in Oakland, Cal., 
January 18, 1909: 

"Whereas the Interior Department of the United States Government on May 11, 
1008, granted to the city and county of San Francisco certain reservoir sites and right 
of way at Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy Valley in the Yosemite National Park; and 

"Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the United States a resolution 
ratilying and confirming said grant and permitting the Department of the Interior to 
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exchange certain lands in said sites for the purpose of carrying out the terms of said 
grant of the Interior Department; and 

''Whereas the supply of water obtainable bv the use of said reservoir sites and right 
of ways is apparently ample enough to supply not alone San Francisco, but also all 
cities surrounding San Francisco 6ay, and said grant is one in which the city of Oakland 
is interested as well as the city of San Francisco; now, therefore, 

** Resolved J That the council of the city of Oakland hereby indorses the bill now 
pending before the Public Lands Committee in Congress, in the form as recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior, confirming the grant of privileges made by the Interior 
Department to San Francisco for reservoir sites in Hetch Hetchy Valley and at Lake 
Eleanor in the Yosemite National Park, and strongly urges favorable action thereon 
by the Public Lands Committee and by Congress: Further resolved^ That a copy of this 
resolution be telegraphed to the chaurman of the Public Lands Committee of the 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Frank R. Thompson, City Clerk. 



[Telegram.] 

Sacramento, Gal., Jantuary 18, 1909. 
Public Lands Committee in Congress, 

WoBhington^ D,Cr. 

The following resolution was this day adopted by the legislature of the State of 
California: 

''Whereas there is pending in the Congress of the United States a joint resolution 
confirming a certain grant of privileges made by the Secretary of the Interior Depart- 
ment to the city and county of San Francisco under date of May 11, 1908, whereby 
certain applications for reservoir sites in the Hetch Hetchy Valley and at Lake Eleanor, 
in the Yosemite National Park and forest reserves, be used for a source of water supply by 
said city and county, conditioned upon certain stipulations and f^eements made by 
the parties thereto, were approved by said Secretary of the Interior Department: There- 
fore, be it 

^^ Resolved by the senate and the assembly jointly , That our Senators in Congress be in- 
structed and our Members in Congress be requested to use all honorable means to 
secure the prompt adoption by Congress of the joint resolution referred to in the pre- 
amble of this resolution." 

Lewis A. Halborn, 

Secretary of Senate. 



1643 Euclid Avenue, Berkeley, Cal., January 18, 1909, 

Hon. F. W. MONDELL. 

Dear Sir: I wish to file my earnest objection to the project of San Francisco to 
appropriate and destroy Hetch Hetchy Valley, and ultimately to exclude the public 
m)m one-half of the National Park. I have been twice through the region and know 
how great this needless sacrifice is. The city can get an abundant supply from a 
number of other sources, cheaper and nearer home. It is the water power, not the 
water, that the city wants. I am convinced that a careful investigation of all that is 
involved in this destructive scheme will impress you with its needlessness. Our 
national parks should be inviolate against anything but a grave public necessity. I 
respectfully submit that no such necessity exists. 

Faithfully, yours, * Ethel B. Ratcliw. 



Seattle, Wash., January 18, 1909* 

Hon. F. W. MONDELL, 

Chairman Committee on Public LandSy 

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C, 

Sir: Permit me to state that I was not fully informed as to the merits of the case 
when writing protest against use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as reservoir for San Fran- 
cisco water supplv, and regret that I should have made protest. 
Respectfully, 

Thomas Radclitfb. 
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Boston, Mass., January 18 j 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondbll, M. C, 

Chmnnan of CommiUee on Public ZjundSf 

HovM of Repr€sentativ€s,Washingtont D. C. 

HETCH HETCHY VALLEY. 

Dear Sir: Like many thousands of other lovers of nature and scenery, I am solici- 
tous for the preservation of the Yosemite National Park. I am informed that there is 
now before Congress a bill to ratify a grant (made bythe Department of the Interior) to 
the city of San Francisco of the use of the Hetch Uetchy Valle^y for the purpose of a 
water supply. Acainst this grant I most eamestl>r protest. First, because it would 
be a subversion of the original intent of Congress in setting aside as a national park 
the r^on in which the Hetch Hetchy Valley is comprised for the purpose of conserving 
for the nation's enjoyment these natural beauties and of protecting them against just 
such attempts as the one now being made. 

At times the sacrifice of natural beauty to utility may be unavoidable. Fortunately, 
this is not true in the present instance. And this is mv second ground for protest. 
The city of San Francisco, I understand, can develop, if it will, its present source of 
supply, or can draw its sunply from any one of a number of other sources outside the 
Hatch Hetch^r Valley. Under the circumstances, there appeals to be no justification 
for making this national sacrifice, and that, too, without any return to the nation at 
lam, for no other reason, apparently, than to save a city money in providing itself 
with an adequate supply of water. 

I sincerely hope that you, as chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, will not 
favor what seems to maa wanton desecration, and the establishment of a fatal precedent. 
Respectfully, yours, 

Katharine Dexter McCormick, 
(Mrs. Stanley McCormick.) 



Thomaston, Me., January 18, 1909. 
The Honorable Congressmen and Senators: 

Gentlemen : There is pending before the House Committee on Public Lands, House 
joint resolution No. 223, **To allow the city and county of San Francisco to exchange 
lands for reservoir sites in Lake Eleanor and Hetch Hetchy valleys in the Yosemite 
National Park, and for other purposes." 

I reside at Thomaston , Me. I am a shareholder of the Spring Valley Water Company, 
which supplies all the water now being furnished the city of San Francisco, Cal., and 
its inhabitants. For several years past the city authorities of San Francisco have 
expressed a desire that the city should own its water supply. There has been some- 
discussion between the city and the officers of the water company with reference to 
the purchase of the property of the latter by the city. Under the law of California, the 
city mav exercise tne right of eminent domain and acquire the company's property 
by condemnation, but up to this time no proceedings or this nature have been insti- 
tuted. The city is now applying to Confess for grant of lands in Yosemite National 
Park to establish reservoirs in which to impound water to be conveyed to the city 
and to be owned as a municipal supply. It is the belief of the officers of the Spring 
Valley Company that the real purpose at the bottom of this application is to obtain a 
grant of these government lands, and after obtaining the title say to the water companv 
that unless it will sell its property to the city, at the city's price, the municipality will 
construct, own, and operate its own water works and thus bankrupt the existing 
company. 

As has been said, these lands which the city is endeavoring to acquire are in the 
Yosemite National Park. That park was set aside by act of Congress for the use of 
all the people. One of the re8er\'oir sites included in the application is Hetch Hetchy 
Valley, which is regarded by many who have seen it as almost as beautiful as Yosemite 
Valley. The Yosemite National Park was a few years ago enlarged by act of Con- 
gress principally for the purpose of including Hetch Hetchy Valley. If this valley 
were the only source of supply for a great metropolitan city like San Francisco, the 
^nt of it for that purpose would unquestionably be justified. But if San Francisco 
18 not dependent upon it for a source of water supply, and if there are other sources 
of supply, it would seem there is no justification for taking this ^nd from the people 
for whose benefit it has been set apart and granting it to a municip>al corporation. 
The records offered before the Committee on Public Lands of the House show quite 
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conclusively that there are other sources of supply available for San Francisco, la 
addition to that those records show that the property of the Spring Valley Company 
is capable of further development, so as to furnish to San Francisco more than three 
times the present consumption of the city. 

Under the circumstances there seems to be no need for haste, and indeed, for that 
matter, it would be improper to grant the application which San Francisco has noade, 
particularly in the absence of any report from government engineera showing that 
the lands applied for are the only sources available to the city. 

If the granting of this application would put the existing water company at a ^reat 
disadvantage and enable the city of San Francisco to oppress it or treat it unfairly, 
it seems to me that Congress should not do anything whicn it is not compelled to do, 
and which will aid in the accomplishment of this purpose. The investment which I 
have in the stock of the Spring Valley Water Company is substantial, considering my 
means, and I appeal to you, as one of your constituents, to prevent favorable action 
upon this apf)lication until it has been established to your satisfaction that Hetxi'h 
Hetchy is tne only source of water supply for San Francisco. 
Very respectfully, yours, 

Hattib B. Creiohtok. 



Conservation League of America, 
107 Dearborn Street, Chicago, January 18 ^ 1909. 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell, 

Member of Congress, Washingtorn, D. C. 

Dear sir: I understand that you are chairman of the congressional committee ivhich 
has in charge the matter of the grant of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the city of San 
!FYancisco. There seems to be a wide difference of opinion as to the propriety of turn- 
ing over this valley for this purpose, and I will be greatly obliged if you will advise 
me as to the exact situation of the proposed grant and send me copies of the papers 
concerning it. I would like to procure copies of any contract maae by administra- 
tive authority, either with the Department of the Interior or otherwise, and also copies 
of anv resolutions or acts in relation to the matters which are now pending in Coii^|ren. 
Kindly advise me whether the grant has been made, and, if not, what conmeaional 
action is necessary before it can take effect. Your kind attention will greatly oblige. 
Yours, respectfully, 

Walter L. Fiskbr. 

P. S. — Will the grant probably be recommended by your committee, and when? 



344 West Fifty-pirst Street, January 19, I909, 
Hon. Frank W. Mondell. 

Dear Sir: I write to earnestly ask your help in saving the Yoeemite Reservation 
from the proposed desecration. 

I have traveled extensively through the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and I have lec- 
tured on the Yoeemite Valley more than a hundred and fifty times in or near New York 
City for the New York board of education. I know the public interest in the Yoeemite 
retgion, which I consider far more beautiful than the Yellowstone Park. Yet, of the 
Yellowstone Reservation, Lord Dunraven said: 

''The setting apart of this region was an act worthy of a great nation. She will have 
her reward, not only in the praise of the present army of tourists, but in the ths^Tifc-i^ of 
generations of them yet to come.'' 

This is true of the Yellowstone Park, and it will be equally true of the Yoeemite 
Reservation. 

Please use your utmost influence to save it. 

Sincerely and respectfuUy, yours, Mart V. Wobstsll. 
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A. fi EM BNT, Consulting Engineer, 
i214 Fisher BuiUxng, Chicago, III., January 19, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondbu., 

Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 

Washington, D. C: 

Concerning the project of iiBing the Hetch Hetchy Valley in California as a reservoir 
for the purpoee of water supply to the city of San Franciaco, I have a circular aunied 
by the lollowin^: California Sierra Club, Chicai^ Geographic Society^ Chicago Play- 




the matter before reporting in favor of thia scheme. 

Very truly, yours, A. Bbment. 



The Game and 1<^8h Protective Association 

OF the District of Columbia, 
W\ Washingto7i, January 21, 1909. 

Hon. Frank W. M on dell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: At a meeting of the Game and Fish Protective Association of this 
District, held on the 20th instant, the following resolution was adopted unanimously, 
and your interest solicited. 
^, Very respectfully, yk\ F. Yovno, Secretary- Treasurer. 

"* * * Resolved, That this association enters its earnest protest against any le^islatkm 
looking to the relinquishment of the public rights in any portion of the Yosemite 
National Park, or in any other national park, by which the public would be deprived 
of privileges heretofore enjoyed." 



The Jewell Carriage Company, 

Carthage, Ohio, January 20, 1909. 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman CommUtee on Public Lands, 

A' 4 ' «!. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Knowing something of the grandeur of the California wilderness amd 
being a very great lover of nature, I desire to enter my protest with you against the 
project which is proposed by the city of San Francisco, which shall have for its ulti- 
mate effect spoiling the Hetch Hetchy Valley. From the information that has been 
given to me it would seem that San Francisco could readily arrange for some other 
source of water supply, and inasmuch as your committee is charged with the laige 
responsibility of protecting what still remains of the public domain for the use of 
present and future generations, I trust that you will exert every influence within 
your power to prevent the spoliation of the section above named. 
Yours truly, 

A. E. SCHAFER, 

C. F. P. 



Old Colony Life Insurance Company, 

Chicago, January 2t, 1909, 
Hon. Frank Mondell, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives, 

^x.. Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I desire to join, with manv others, in protest against the destruction of 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley of California by the builaing of a reservoir for the citjr of 
San Francisco. This seems to be a wholly needless destruction of a very beautiful 
valley without even any corresponding advantages to the city of San Francisco, and 
no public necessity from any standpoint. 

I hope that your committee will take action to prevent this needless destruction. 
Vours, very truly, 

Edward M. Winston. 
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Committee on the Public Lands, 

House of Representatives, 

Thursday J Jahmry 21, 1909. 

The committee met at 10.30 o'clock a. m., Hon. Frank W. Mon- 
deU (chairman) presidmg. 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order. This meeting 
was called for the purpose of continuing the hearingon the Hetcn 
Hetchy resolution. We were about to hear Mr. Warren Olney, 
ex-mayor of Oakland, when we adjourned, and will be very glad to 
hear from him now. 

STATEMEITT OF WABREN OLITET, ESQ., EX-MATOR OF OA^IAHD, 

GAL. 

Mr. Olney. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, since 
the adjournment yesterday I have read the proceedings had before 
this committee and feel very well satisfied that all has bsen said th^t 
is necessary to be said on behalf of the city of San Francisco. But 
the other cities around the bay of San Francisco are really as much 
interested in this proposition as is the city of San Francisco itself. 
This I will attempt to show you. 

I owe a somewhat divided allegiance. For nearly forty years I 
have practiced my profession in tne city of San Francisco, but for 
thirty-five years I have lived in the city of Oakland. My social rela- 
tions are in that city and in Berkeley. I was honored by the choice 
of the people of Oakland for the post of mayor some few years ago. 
My term has expired, but I am stdl interested in the welfare of that 
city, and when the city of San Francisco asked me to come here to 
represent them before this committee, my first inclination — ^my first 
intention — was to decline for business reasons, but when I thought 
of the interest of Oakland in this question, I came to the conclusion 
it was my duty to appear before you. 

The city of Oakland is in a very much worse situation, so far as 
its water supply is concerned, than the city of San Francisco. The 
city of Oaluand is supplied by a little creek called San Leandro 
Creek, to the southeast of the city. The area of the watershed of 
San Leandro Creek does not exceed 40 square miles. It runs through 
a section of country used for pasturage purposes. The water is 
impounded near the upper edge of the valley, and there, in order to 
make it fit for use, it is filtered by the water company, which has a 
lai^e apparatus for filtering the water. 

The Chairman. The city of Oakland does not ovm. its own water 
supply? 

Mr. Olney. It does not own its own water supply. The city of 
Oakland was a village at the time the Spring Valley water works 
purchased certain water rights in the Calaveras Valley, the Calaveras 
Valley and Calaveras Creek being tributary to Alameda Creek, 
You will understand that Alameda Creek is far and away the lai|^st 
stream of water anywhere in the vicinity of San Francisco. It is 
on our side of the bay. It is at our doors, and when Oakland was a 
village and the city of San Francisco, after having surveys made, 
had come to the conclusion that it would make use of Alameda 
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Creek for the purpose of supplying it with water, the city awoke one 
morning, as was said in one of the speeches here, to find that the 
Spring Valley water works had stolen a march within two or three 
days previous to the news getting out, had purchased certain water 
rights which gave it control of the water supply. 

MT. Hammond. Of Oakland ? 

Mr. Olney. Of the natural water supply of Oakland. But I mean 
it gave it control of the waters of Alameda Creek. I have hung up a 
map here which I fear you gentlemen sitting at the other end of the 
table can not see, but I can point to certain parts of th5 map and by 
relative locations you can understand what I am trying to show. 
Here is the bay of San Francisco, the southern end of the bay. San 
Francisco is here on a narrow peninsula, between the bay and the 
ocean. Across the bay, on the east side of it, is the city of Oakland, 
and farther to the north is the city of Berkeley, where the State 
University is situated, now containing 30,000 or 40,000 people, and 
to the north of that still is a new citjr, called Richmona, grown up 
within the last four pr five years until it has become a verv vigorous 
municipality containing a great many thousand people. There are a 
great many thousand people, how many I do not know, and you would 
nave to take a census there every six months to know what that 
population is. Then, to the south of Oakland is the city of Alameda, 
where Congressman Knowland lives. To the south of that is the city 
of San Leandro, and farther south yet the city of Hayward, and here 
is Alameda Creek, with a watershed of nearly 660 sauare miles, coming 
out of a canvon in the mountains, debouching on tne plain at the city 
of Niles. 'the water companies say they can develop the waters of 
that creek so as to give to the city of San Francisco 100,000,000 
gallons per day. 

The Chairman. They are not using the waters of Alameda Creek 
at this time? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir; to the extent of 18,000,000 gallons 
a day. 

Mr. Olney.- They claim to use 16,000,000 gallons per day. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Mr. Olney is correct. 

The Chairman. You obtain no water at Oakland from any source 
except from the San Leandro ? 

Mr. Olney. I am coming to that in a moment. The San Leandro 
Creek, as I said, is a small creek, and it does not furnish water enough 
and it is not of a good quality. There is a smaller creek not included 
on this map. San Leandro Creek can probably be used for the city 
of Oakland, and the water riorhts now attached thereto at present 
belong to the Oaldand Water Company. 

The Chairman. What is the Oakland Water Company? 

Mr. Olney. It is the company that supplies the city of Oakland 
with water. It is the successor of the old Contra Costa Water Com- 
pany, which has been supplying the city since it was a village. 

The Chairman. Has it any connection with the Spring Valley 
Company ? 

Mr. Olney. No ; not openly. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Nor secretly. 

Mr. Olney. I had some experience while I was in office that led 
me to believe that they were acting in conjunction. 
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The Chaieman. I do not know that there would be anything 
criminal about the same people being interested in the same water 
supply. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I only made that ansWer because of the peculiar 
phraseology of Mr. Olney's statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr.OLNEY. I made that statement advisedly, and from bitter expe- 
rience. I do not know that there is any connection at all between the 
two except that natural connection between two parties wanting to 
obtain the same object. [Laughter.] The waters of the San Pablo 
Creek must fee used for the supply of these cities to the north of the 
city of Oakland. San Leandro Creek is not sufficient, and for years 
past, ever since Oakland came to be a city of 60,000 people — she has 
now, they claim, over 200,000, probably 200,000 people 

The Chairman. Mr. Olney, is this additional source which you now 
speak of utilized for irrigation purposes? 

Mr. Olney. No, sir. 

The Chairman. They do not irrigate in that locality? 

Mr. Olney. There is no irrigation in that locality at all. 

The Chairman. So that practically it is not utilized at all at this 
time? 

Mr. Olney. I do not quite catch your meaning. 

The Chairman. The small creek that you propose for the Oakland 
water supply is not being used for domestic purposes or irrigation 
purposes, or any other purposes except to run to the sea? 

Mr. Olney. It is not used except in this way; I will come in a 
moment to speak about the gravel beds situated at the mouths of 
these creeks. Wells have been sunk in the gravel beds at the mouth 
of the Pinole Creek, and of San Pablo Creek, and water is being 
pumped from there to supply the cities in the immediate vicinity of 
those wells. The question of the gravel bed is one of considerable 
importance, and if I have an opportunity, I will take it up. 

The Chairman. I do not think it is necessary to elaborate that or 
enter into it at great detail, because, at the very best, it is related to 
this question only remotely. I simply asked the question to bring out 
the fact in a general w^ay whether, in order to secure the additional 
supply that she might need, Oakland would find it necessary to secure 
supplies that are being now utilized, partially or wholly, in other ways 
and by other communities. 

Mr. Olney. It is partially used. 

The Chairman. That is all I wanted. As I take it, the only inter- 
est that the committee has in this whole question of Oakland^s water 
supply is this: Does the city of Oakland at this time need additional 
sources of water supply? 
t Mr. Olney. Most undoubtedly. 

The Chairman. There are no available sources in the immediate 
vicinity other than those that you have mentioned, which are some- 
what questionable, both as to quantity and quality? 
; Mr. Olney. None whatever, sir. 

The Chairman. That being the case, Oakland is interested in an 
increased supply being brought to the bay from the Sierras? 

Mr. Olney. That is the point, sir, exactly. 

The Chairman. That is the point that is interesting to tte crin- 
mittee, whether or not the city of Oakland and surrounding com- 
munities have an interest in having this w^ater brought from the 
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Sierras, by reason of the fact that they can not greatly enlarge their 
supply, and they expect a largely increased population. I suppose 
you assume that the city of Oakland is going to continue to growl 

Mr. Olney. Not only the city of Oakland is going to continue to 
grow, but all the cities along the east side of the bay. 

The Chairman. How large a population have you in Oakland? 

Mr. Olney. I suppose we have a population of about 200,000 in 
Oakland. 

The Chairman. How large a population has Berkeley? 

Mr. Ojlney. Berkelev must have 40,000 or 50,000. 

The Chairman. And San Leandro? 

Mr. Olney. San Leandro does not have more than 3,000 or 4,000. 

The Chairman. What is this new town? 

Mr. Olney. Alameda has about 15,000. 

The Chairman. Richmond is the terminus of the Santa Fe Rail- 
road? 

Mr. Olney. Yes, sir. It has a population, as I said before 

The Chairman. Has Richmond a good harbor? 

Mr. Olney. Yes; a good harbor; deep water there. 

The Chairman. So that ultimately you expect a very large popu- 
lation on the east side of the bav? 

Mr. Olney. There is a very large population now on the east side 
of the bay, and in a few years' time it will be doubled and doubled 
again. 

The Chairman. Now, this population on the east side of the bay 
is reached directly from any system that might come from the 
Sierras; in fact, would tap the Sierra system before San Francisco 
tapped it? 

Mr. Olney. Yes, sir; it comes right by our doors. The pipe line 
that would be constructed from the Hetch Hetchy Valley comes right 
by our doors, and if the Spring Valley Company will let go its hold on 
the Alameda Creek we can get supplies for the east side of the bay 
from the Alameda Creek. 

The Chairman. You could not get a supply from Alameda Creek 
for an unlimited population ? 

Mr. Olney. No, sir; not for an unlimited population; but I want 
to show you that the 16,000,000 gallons per day which the Alameda 
Water Company is diverting from our side of the bay to the east side 
of the bay is all that can be supplied without injury, positive injury, 
to Alameda County. 

The Chairman. In reference to the water company's letting go 
their hold on Alameda Creek, they simply hold Alameda Creek by 
reason of their use of it, do they not? 

Mr. Olney. That is all. 

The Chairman. If you had the kind of water laws in California 
that we have in Wyoming the Spring Valley Water Company could 
not worry you for a moment in regard to a drop of the water of 
Alameda Creek not used. This whole controversy brings verv vividly 
to mind the unfortunate situation of your water rights in the State 
of California, if I may make that suojgestion. 

Mr. Olney. I agree with the chairman of your committee on that 
proposition, that our own laws relating to the utilization of water are 
defective. 

The Chairman. Can you not remedy them a little, or has the harm 
already been done? 
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Mr. Olney. The harm has been done, the rights have become 
vested, and it is impossible to make any change. The counsel for 
the Spring Valley Water Company says that it is now diverting 
18,000,000 gallons per day. The information that I have is that it 
has never diverted that much. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I think your figure is nearer correct than mine; 
I think that 16,000,000 is nearer. 

Mr. Olney. I was going to say that I have defended some suits 
brought by the Spring Valley Water Company, and all that the com- 
pany claimed was the right to divert 16,000,000 gallons per day, and 
if you divert more than that you will find yourself in trouble with 
some of the farmers on the creek below. 

The Chairman. However, Mr. Olney, if the use of Alameda Creek 
was diverted from San Francisco to Oakland, and the source was 
further developed so as to furnish you an increased supply, that 
would, by that much, diminish not only the present but prospective 
supply for San Francisco. Therefore, this shifting and adjustment 
you refer to would not increase the available water supply generally 
m the region? 

Mr. Olney. Not a bit. 

The Chairman. Because that is one of the sources that San Fran- 
cisco has been depending upon for an increase in her supply in the 
future? 

Mr. Qlney. That is it exactly. 

The Chairman. So that after all the question of whether jou shall 
have Alameda Creek or not is not an important one in this discussion, 
because it would simply mean the adjustment and the shifting of 
conditions; it would not increase the available water supply in that 
locality at all? 

Mr. Olney. Not at all. 

The Chairman. It is simply a question of whether the cities on the 
east side of the bay — the cities on the peninsula — shall use the supply 
of Alameda Creek, and the fact still remains that, with the vastly 
increasing population around San Francisco Bay, with a prospect of 
an enormous population, ultimately those populations must go to the 
Sierras for a water supply ? 

Mr. Olney. That is it exactly, and I simply want to bring out the 
fact now, as it is very evident tliat the situation is understood by the 
committee, that it is impossible to develop any great supply of water 
from Alameda Creek. It has been said here that the Spring Valley 
Water Company can increase its supply so as to furnish 100,000,000 
gallons per day to the city of San Francisco. That is to say, using 
the water supply that is on the peninsula and utilizing the waters of 
Alameda Creek, it can increase its supply to 100,000,000 gallons. 
Now, the most of this increase must necessarily come from Alameda 
Creek, for, as I explained to you a moment ago, the watershed of 
Alameda Creek is 600 square miles and it is far and away the largest 
stream in this vicinity of the bay. There are some as large streams 
in Santa Clara Valley, but in this vicinity it is the largest. You take 
Alameda Creek, now, to show you where Oakland gets the best part 
of its supply at the present time. This little San Leandro Creek 
not being sufficient, a pipe line has been laid near the town of Niles, 
and pumping stations erected there to pump the water from wells 
simk in the gravel beds kept full of water by Alameda Creek. There 
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is where Oakland is getting her present supply. If the Spring Valley 
Water Company utihzes all of the waters of Alameda Creek it cuts on 
that supply from those gravel beds, and Oakland will be left with this 
little San Leandro Creek. And that is not all. 

The Chairman. Does the Spring Valley Water Company tap Ala- 
meda Creek above or below the gravel beds? 

Mr. Olnet. Both. These wells, gentlemen, from which Oakland 
receives its general supply by pjmp^ and the pipa line, are at the 
edge of the bay below the town of Wiles. All those streams coming 
from those mountains have brought down gravel and deposited it at 
the mouth, where the fall of the land is such that the speed of the 
running water is lowered, and the gravel settles there, and in the 
course of time there has been laid down a deposit of alluvium, so that 
it sometimes runs from 5 to 50 feet of alluvium on top of the gravel 
beds at the mouths of all these streams. Then water has permeated 
through these gravel beds and the water coming down the streams 
flows into these gravel beds and fills them up, with the result that 
this alluvium on top is becoming saturated by the water from these 
streams, and we have there the finest orchards and vineyards of any 
portion of California, the finest homes, the most thickly settled 
country. Now at Niles, on that gravel bed, there is an illustration 
of what has been done by the psople in improving the land. If 
the water is entirely pumped out of those gravel beds, or if the Ala- 
meda Creek is diverted before it gets to those gravel beds, then, of 
course, those people who have lands situated on top of these gravel 
beds, or more correctly put in this way, the people who own the 
land on which these gravel beds are situated, are deprived of the 
water. Their lands are injured ; they can not get their water for their 
own use, and the result has been that the courts have interfered and 
have enjoined water companies from pumping the water out of these 
gravel beds. 

A striking illustration was in the Santa Clara Valley. The Bay 
Cities Water Company got the water rights on Coyote Creek, whicn 
heads on the east side of Mount Hamilton, flows around it, •comes 
down to the great Santa Clara Valley, and then finally enters into 
the bay. In the summer time Coyote Creek or river has no water in 
it. You look at it and you see nothing but gravel. But the water 
from Coyote Creek enriches the soil of all that portion of Santa Clara 
Valley. It permeates through this thin strata of gravel, and when 
the Bay Cities Water Company attempted to shut off the flow of the 
water of the Coyote Creek with a dam and then erect pumping plants 
for the purpose of drawing the water from these gravel beds and 
taking it to San Francisco, in rivalry with the Spring Valley Water 
Works, the courts of Santa Clara County enjoined the damming and 
enjoined the pumping of the water from tnese gravel beds on the 
groxmd that it would ruin the farms overlaying them. Now, take 
Alameda Creek. The Spring Valley Water Company claims to own 
the water rights of all that watershed. The Bay Cities Water Com-^ 
pany contests that ri^ht, claims that it owns all of the water rights 
on l!sabel Creek, Del Valle Creek, and Mocha Creek, indicated in yellow 
on this map. 

Mr. Hammond. What company? 

Mr. Olney. The Bay Cities \\ ater Company. 

Mr. Hammond. Where is that company? 
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Mr. Olney. In San Francisco. It undertook, as I said, to set up 
a water plant and supply the city of San Francisco and the other 
cities about the bay with water from Coyote Greek, taken from Santa 
Clara Valley and from the waters of Alameda Creek. But so far as 
Coyote Creek, its principal source of supply, is concerned, the courts 
have enjoined taking tliat water out on the ground that it woiild 
ruin the farms of Santa Clara Valley. 

Mr. Hammond. Is this Bay Cities Water Company a going concern? 

Mr. Olney. It is a going concern; it is one of the concerns that, 
since it was enjoined by the superior court of Santa Clara County, has 
obtained a supply of water from the mountains and oifers to bring 
it and furnish the city of San Francisco with water from its Sierra 
Nevada supply. 

The Chairman. The Bay Cities Water Company has, at this time, 
no pipe lines and is furnisliing no water to the citjj of San Francisco? 

Mr. Olney. That is correct. 

The Chairman. It is an organization proposing to do something; 
is that it ? 

Mr. Olney. Yes. It has spent a good deal of money in trying to 
develop water on Coyote Creek. 

The Chairman. Where is Coy ote Creek ? 

Mr. Olney. As I explained, it heads on the southeast side of 
Mount Hamilton and comes down through a great valley. 

The Chairman. What was the idea, to add to the supply of San 
Francisco ? 

Mr. Olney. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did they expect to get enough water out of 
Coyote Creek to supply San Francisco? 

Mr. Olney. Not out of the creek but out of the gravel beds. 

Mr. Phelan. Subterranean. • 

The Chairman. How large a drainage has that creek? 

Mr. Olney. Coyote Creek has a drainage of about 400 miles. 

Mr. Robinson. I would like to inauire if all this is relevant? 

The "Chairman. I think the gentleman's inquirv is very proper. 
Mr. Olney, the committee desires to give you all the time necessary 
to state your view of the matter, and the statement you are making 
is exceedingly interesting, but after all it only goes to the question 
by whom and how the water supplies immediately adjacent to San 
Francisco shall be utilized. The committee has gone over all that 
question. 

Mr. Hammond. Unless the time is very valuable, personally I would 
be very glad to hear Mr. Olney on this proposition. 

The Chairman. I would state to the gentleman from Minnesota 
that unless we are going to pve another day to this subject it will be 
necessary to hear some of the other gentlemen, and I will make this 
further suggestion — the question of the amount of water available in 
the vicinity of San Francisco seems to me has been very clearly 
brought out. I think the question of the possibility of development 
in the vicinity of San Francisco has been pretty clearly gone over, 

Mr. Long. If you will permit me one moment 

The Chairman. I realize the fact that we could go on here for a 
week discussing the last drop of water that might be developed some- 
where on the peninsula or in the coast range. But assuming the very 
largest claims that have been made for all the waters that may be 
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obtained in the vicinity of San Francisco, no one denies the fact that 
ultimately those popufations must go to the Sierras. 

Mr. Long. Quite riojht. 

The Chairman. Then why should we take up our time here going 
into the last minute detail and the last bucket or drop of water that 
may be obtained in that locality? It is a very interesting discussion. 

Mr. Phelan. May I say this word? \Ir. McCutcheon in his 
speech before you stated that the Spring Valley could develop 
109,000,000 gallons of water per day in this watershed. Mr. Olney 
is here to dispute that, that the water is not available, and I think 
Mr. McCutcheon is answered. He is urging that you should not 
grant this reservoir right of wav because we can get the water there. 

The Chairman. I understood Mr. Olney to sav just at this moment 
that some one was insisting that Coyote Creek had water enough. 

Mr. Long. You were interrupted, Air. Mondell 

The Chairman. I think, assuming the largest claims that have 
been made here of possible development in the vicinity of San Fran- 
cisco, that it is still clear, from all this committee has heard, that 
ultimately these cities must go to the Sierras. Is there any member 
of the committee who is not satisfied of that fact? 

Mr. Hammond. As I understand the proposition now advanced 
by Mr. Olney, there is a company known as the Bay Cities Water 
Ck)mpany that has a Sierra supply. 

Mr. Olney. No, I do not say that ; it claims that. 

Mr. Hammond. It comes from the Sierras through these gravel 
beds? 

Mr. Phelan. Will you allow me, Mr. Chairman? I will answer 
the gentleman in one moment. I am very familiar with it, having 
been engaged in that controversy. The Bay Cities Company claim 
the Sierra supply. They have got rights or options from people 
owning water nghts in the movmtains, and they offered that supply 
to San Francisco a year ago through the corrupt board of supervisors 
under Schmitz. There was a tremendous municipal scandal. They 
offered the property, for which they had paid, probably, not more 
than $500,000, for $10,500,000, and it all came out in the testimony 
before the grand jury and in a libel suit, and they have now abandoned 
that; they have been driven to the wall, and I am told by their 
representatives that they intend to develop that now, if at all, for 
power purposes, so it is a negligible quantity; it is not before us at all. 

The Chairman. It is a dream of water. 

Mr. Phelan. It is a dream. 

Mr. Hammond. Is it not a little bit more than a dream if they have 
a supply and it is sufficient for the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. Phelan. That is disputed by the city engineers. They have 
not the supply, but they have rights and options. What they pur- 
chased w^as the El Dorado Deep Water and Gravel Company for 
about $200,000, from a promoter named Cragin. That is all they 
own, and since then they have been acquiring options. They have 
abandoned all that now in view of this municipal scandal, which 
contemplated putting upon San Francisco an inferior supply not 
wholly owned by the company. 

Mr. Hammond. You assert, then, that the Bay Cities Company at 
the present time has not a valid option upon a Sierra water supply? 

Mr. Phelan. They have what is known as the El Dorado Deep 
Water and Gravel Company, a property which they paid about 
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$150,000 or 8200,000 for, and that water is now supplying the con- 
sumers in and about the cityof Placerville, and that is about all they 
have in fee or ownership. What they have besides, as has come out 
in the testimony, are options. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Options on what? 

Mr. Phelan. On water rights. 

Mr. Hammond. Are their options vaUd and subsisting rights at this 
time ? 

Mr. Phelan. No; they are not. I suppose they could renew them. 
There are no less than half a dozen water supplies from the Sierras, 
but they are all obstructed by Ownership, developments made by 
power companies, used by power companies, so the Tuolumne is prac- 
tically; the only one that is free, as our engineers will inform you. 
We have a map shoeing these various supplies, and our engineers 
have"' decided that the Tuolumne is the only one that is practically- 
free and can be acquired by the city. 

Mr. Hammond. We have listened to the engineers, but I did not 
understand that the Tuolumne is the only Sierra supply. 

Mr. Phelan. By no means. 

Mr. Hammond. We have been told it is a very good one; perhaps 
the best one. 

Mr. Phelan. It is the only one with a reservoir. 

Mr. Hammond. It has been claimed, on the other hand, that there 
are other suppUes, and that the Spring Valley Water Company has 
plenty of water; but now it appears that there is another com- 
pany, called the Bay Cities Company, that has options and is ready to 
sell water. Now, personally, speaking only for myself, I am inter- 
ested to know just what these companies have, whether they can 
supply water in the quantities that they claim, and the ultimate con- 
clusion that may be reached. A mere assertion of the ultimate con- 
clusion, while it may be interesting, is not so convincing in details 
that we can reach an ultimate conclusion for ourselves. That is the 
reason why, personally, I would be very glad to hear, Mr. Olncy, upon 
these various suppUes, and especially upon this Bay Cities Company's 
supply. 

Mr. Phelan. When Mr. Olney concludes Mr. Galloway can give 
you the information. 

Mr. Olney. I am not proposing to speak for the Bay Cities Water 
Company. I am only telling what they attempted to do in the 
immediate vicinity of San Jose and San Francisco, and they failed 
by reason of the injunction put upon them by the courts. I want to 
call attention to the fact, and I will be very brief — if I may be allowed 
ten minutes, that is all I want — I was about to call attention to the 
fact that the water could not be diverted from Alameda Creek beyond 
16,000,000 gallons per day. That is to say, there are the same con- 
ditions applying to the waters of Alemada Creek in Pleasanton and 
Livermore valleys that apply to Coyote Creek, where the courts 
enjoined taking the water out. 

Mr. McCutcheon. You do not mean Livermore Valley. 

Mr. Olney. I do ; Pleasanton and Livermore valleys. 

Mr. Gronna. WHiere does the water from the Coyote Creek come 
from? 

Mr. Olney. From the coast range, or Mount Hamilton Range, as 
it is called. The San Joaquin Valley lies between the coast range 
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and the Sierras, and the Coyote Creek and Alameda Creek supplies 
come from Mount Hamilton Range, where the Lick Observatory is 
situated, and those streams run into the bay of San Francisco. 
Therefore, thev are right in the immediate vicmity of the bay and 
of the cities about the bay, and what I was wanting to say to you 
was that the Spring Valley Water Company has got the right now 
to divert 16,000,000 gallons per day from Alameda Creek, but they 
can never* divert any more for the reason that in doing so it will 
injure the farms about Pleasanton, in that large valley aoout Pleas- 
anton, and Haywards, but the company will be enjoined by the 
courts just as the Bay Cities Water Company was enjoined by the 
courts of Santa Clara County. 

The Chairman. Do they use that water for irrigation purposes? 

Mr. Olney. No, sir, that water forms a natural u-rigation for the 
lands overlying the gravel beds. 

Mr. Hammond. Has the Spring Valley Water Company, as a .quasi- 
public corporation furnishing a water supply under the statutes of 
California, the right of eminent domain? 

Mr. Olney. Yes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Will you let me ask you a question there? 

Mr. Olney. I do not know; if it is going to cut short my time I 
can not consent. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I beg your pardon. 

The Chairman.. Mr. Olney, the Spring Valley Water Company 
claims that they can very largely increase their present source of sup- 
ply in Alameda Creek by conservation. 

Mr. Olney. I want to tell you about that. It is a legal question, 
and therefore I am addressing myself to it. 

The Chairman. Your own contention is that it could not be done 
because the courts would enjoin in favor of the farmers? 

Mr. Olney. Yes, sir; and in favor of the city of Oakland, if neces- 
sary, because the city of Oakland gets what supply it has from the 
gravel beds by pumpmg at the mouth of Alameda Creek. But if the 
water is stored in the reservoirs which the Spring Valley engineers 
say can be constructed it will shut off the water from the creek that 
naturally flows into the gravel bed, and of course there will be no 
water to pump out. It is the same way in Pleasanton Valley. A 
suit has already been brought against the Spring Valley waterworks 
by a lar^e landowner in the vicinity of Pleasanton. The suit is 
brought m the superior court of Alameda County, and the judge has 
already rendered a decision in the case, saying that the action can be 
maintained and intimating that an injunction will issue. I myself 
have been retained by the Alameda Sugar Company, a corporation 
operating a large beet-sugar factory near the town of Niles and own- 
ing large tracto of land overlying the Niles gravel beds and the 
Pleasanton gravel beds, through which the Alameda Creek runs. I 
have been retained to bring an injunction suit, and intend to do it 
as soon as I can get around to it, and the effect, if the Spring Valley 
undertakes to divert more than 16,000,000 gallons per ddLj from Ala- 
meda Creek, will be that she is going to be overwhelmed with suits by 
people whose farms and lands will be ruined thereby. 

Mr. Hammond. Could not the company condemn the property? 

Mr. Olney. Yes, sir; I will come to that. Of course, the Spring 
Valley Water Company can bring suits to condemn these farming 
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lands, but it will be found that it will ruin extensive tracts of country 
now thickly settled, and it would cost many more millions of dollars 
to condemn that land than it will to bring a water supply from the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains. You ask, theoretically, can the Spring 
Valley Water Company maintain such an action? I sav it can, but 
practically it can not, and further than that, the public interests 
require that these lands should not be taken for that purpose; that 
the towns of Pleasanton and Niles and other villages in that vicinity 
should not be ruined, nor the farming lands ruined, by taking the 
water so much needed in this semi arid region. If you take water 
from a neighborhood in this country, you take that which is as valu- 
able as the land itself, and Spring Valley will never be permitted 
bv the courts of CaUfornia to take more than she takes now from 
Alameda Creek. 

Now, I will come to a close. There is much more to be said on 
this subject that has not yet been said, but I will only say this: 
That it will not do to say that ultimately these great cities about the 
bay must go to the Sierra Nevada Mountains to get their water supply. 

The Chairman. You say it will not 

Mr. Olney. It is a question of right now. The cities about the 
bay must provide now for this additional water supply from the Sierras. 
It is not a question that we can put off. If we do put it off, it will 
be to our innnite injury. I will be glad to answer any question that 
any member of the committee may ask, if I can. - 

Mr. Hammond. How would the city of Oakland proceed to avail 
itself of a part of the water supply if we should decide to have a 
reservoir established in the Hetch Hetchy Valley? 

Mr. Olney. That is provided for hj our California law and by 
the disposition of the people on both sides of the bay to unite. 

Mr. Hammond. A disposition of the people to unite on both sides 
of the bay is, of course, a rather vague and uncertain thing. 

Mr. Olney. I will say this: That the statute — I drafted the statute 
myself, and Mr. Manson took it up to the legislature and it passed — 
an act by which provision is made for different cities and munici- 

Ealities uniting in obtaining a water supply and dividing the water 
etween them, and let me add right here that San Francisco is not 
acting for herself alone in this matter; she is acting for all the cities 
about the bay. 

Mr. Hammond. Suppose the city of San Francisco should, through 
its authorities^ object to the city of Oakland using any part of this 
supply, claiming that there was not enough, how could you then 
proceed ? 

Mr. Olney. That contingency is so remote that it is not to be 
conceived of. The expense of bringing that water from the Sierras 
is so enormous and the difference of cost between a small pipe line 
and a large pipe line is so small that the city of San Francisco, as a 
financial proposition, will be very glad to have other cities come in. 
I think when that is done, very liKely the city of Stockton will be 
supplied with water, for the reason that the pipe line is located not 
very far from the city of Stockton, in the San Joaquin Valley. Then 
when it crosses this coast range and comes down this Niles Canyon 
it comes close to Oakland. 

Mr. Hammond. Please inform me if the city of Oakland or any 
other city can avail itself of any part of the Hetch Hetchy supply^ 
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if the reservoir is there established, without the consent of the city 
and county of San Francisco ? 

Mr. Olney. No; not as it stands now. But, as I said before, the 
city of Oakland is aiding in getting this water supply, because there 
is an implied understanding. Our interests are identical; it is not 
at all improbable that the two cities will be united in one city. All 
the cities about the bay will ultimately — that may be some years 
off — but ultimately all tne cities about the bay will be united in one 
great municipality. I tliink that is conceded on all hands. They 
say we are not quite ready for it now, the people of Oakland say 
they are not quite ready for it, but they do want to unite with the 
people of San Francisco in getting a water supply, and telegrams 
nave come on and been filed with you showing tne action of the city 
council of Oakland praying you to recommend this bill for passage. 

Mr. Gronna. You believe, then, Mr. Olney, that there is an abund- 
ance of water to supply both Oakland and San Francisco in the 
Hetch Hetchy ? 

Mr. Olney. There is no doubt about that. I am very familiar 
with the topography of that country. 

The Chairman. That is, in addition to the supplies already available 
and in use? 

Mr. Olney. Yes. There is no disposition, so far as I know, to 
confiscate the property of either the Spring Valley Works or the 
Oakland Water Company. We want their reservoirs, we want their 
pipe lines, we want their water rights, and we are willing to pay a 
fair price for both. There is no disposition to confiscate in our part 
of the world. We want to pay a fair price, and are willing to do it, 
and neither one of these companies, nor both combined, can furnish 
from the streams around the bay of San Francisco the water that 
we will need the very first time we have three consecutive dry sea- 
sons. Oakland would be up against it in the hardest possible form 
at the present moment if, for the last four or five years, we had not 
had reasonable rainfalls, which have filled our reservoirs and these 
gravel beds, but just as soon as we have what has frequently happened 
in the history of our State, three consecutive dry years, we will have 
a water famine in Oakland such as has been unknown in any city 
in the United States. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Even if you get Hetch Hetchy, with 2,400 
second-feet prior claims to you? 

Mr. Olney. We hope to go to Hetch Hetchy. We hope that this 
grant will be made by the United States to the city of San Francisco. 
We know that it will take some years in order to brinsj water to these 
cities, but we believe it will be done, and we trust that during that 
time rrovidence will be sufficiently bountiful to us to give us a rainfall 
to supply our needs in the meantime. 

Mr. Hammond. You have not the slightest fear that there can be 
any disagreement between the cities of Oakland and San Francisco 
concerning water rates or the expenses of carrying water into Oak- 
land? You think all of those matters are absolutely sure of adjust- 
ment on a fair and equitable basis between the two cities? 

Mr. Olney. I have been a lawyer long enough to know that people 
do not always agree upon plain business propositions, and therefore 
I can not speak for anything of that kind. But I do say that that is 
the disposition. ^ 
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The Chairman. I think that perhaps Mr. Long, if none of the mem- 
bers desire to ask any questions of Mr. Olney, can briefly answer that 
question ; that is, so far as it can be answered at this time. It can not 
be definitely answered. 

STATEMENT OF PEROT V. LONG, ESQ., ATTORNEY FOR THE CITY 

AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. Long. A year ago last November there was a meeting called in 
San Francisco at the chamber of commerce at which there were 
prominent representatives from both San Francisco and Oakland, 
and that meeting resulted in the appointment of a committee con- 
sisting of the mayor of Oakland and trie city attorney of Oakland, the 
mayor and city attorney of San Francisco, and Mr. Phelan, to provide 
a scheme for municipal water districts patterned on the scheme that 
now supplies Boston and eighteen or twenty near-by cities. The 
labors of that committee have just about been completed. As I 
told you vesterday, there is in my office a draft of a bill providing a 
general plan in the State of California for the organization of munici- 
pal water districts. We contemplate joining all of the cities on the 
east and the west sides of the bay, acquiring all of the existing svstems, 
developing them to their highest capacity, and then proceed^ to the 
Sierras, meanwhile proceed to our development in the Sierras, 
assuming that it will take from eight to twelve years, and 
believing that the existing supplies and the conflicting rights could be 
so harmonized that we might provide ourselves adequately with 
water until we could bring this additional supply. There has never 
been a word of opposition to tliis plan. In fact, the people on both 
sides of the bay are enthusiastic. The governing bodies of the vari- 
ous municipalities around the bay, as 1 am informed — and I know 
Oakland, Berkeley, Alameda, and San Francisco — are unanimous on 
this question. As I say, the public sentiment on both sides of the 
bay is so unanimous for this scheme that I do not anticipate the 
slightest objection to it, and we all realize that it means the life of 
these communities. With seven months of dry season we must pre- 
pare to meet the demands which we believe an increasing population 
will present. 

Mr. Hammond. In this plan it is proposed to purchase the rights 
of the Bay Cities Water Company? 

Mr. Long. If they have any that can be used. We do not know; 
those rights are contested. This will be subject to the reports of the 
engineers. 

Mr. Hammond. In the proposed draft of the bill fashioned by the 
committee is there any provision for arbitration or for determination 
by a disinterested committee of any questions in regard to rates to 
be charged in the various cities that may avail themselves of the 
water supply? 

Mr. Long. The plan is — of course, that is a matter of detail — for 
each city to own its own distributing system, just as this Massachu- 
setts plan is, each city to own its owti distributing system, to buy 
from the waterworks commission, or the district commission, water 
at so much per thousand gallons, and then the city or the village to 
sell to the consumer, fixing its own rates. 
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Mr. Hammond. So that the city of Oakland, under this proposed 
bill, would pay as much per gallon as the city of San Francisco, and 
no more? 

Mr. Long. Presumably. That, of cpurse, is a matter of detail. 

Mr. Hammond. But I thought you said the bill had been drafted ? 

Mr. Long. The bill has been drafted, and is in my office. 

Mr. Hammond. I am speaking now of the provisions of that bill. 

Mr. Long. We have tried to make the scheme jreneral, because our 
experience in California, and particularly in San Francisco, regarding 
our charter, has been that where we make provisions too rigid, tliat 
when we desire some elasticity it is very difficult for us to move and 
move quickly, and this plan nas been made as general as we could 
make it. 

Mr. Hammond. In this bill, then, I take it, there is no provision 
that the city of Oakland shall pay the same price per gallon for water 
obtained from a water commission as the city of San Francisco pays^ 
and no more? 

Mr. Gaines. That is a matter of local legislation which Congress 
would have very little to do with. 

Mr. Hammond. This is a local bill, as I understand it ? 

Mr. Long. It is. But, as I say, that is a Question so much of detail 
that I hesitated about incorporating anything in the bill for fear 
it might cost the commission more to deliver water to San Francisco 
than it would to Oakland, and if such be the case it would not be fair 
to Oakland to charge her the same amount that San Francisco is 
charged, and vice versa. 

Mr. Hammond. How will that be determined ? 

Mr. Long. By the commission itself. The plan is to have a com- 
mission to consist of one representative from each of the govern- 
ing bodies from the cities represented in the district. That board of 
directors, you might call it, would choose the active operators of the 
system 

Mr. Hammond. An appeal would lie from any decision of this 
commission ? 

Mr. Long. An appeal would always lie to the courts. 

Mr. Hammond. !Not unless it was provided by the statute. An 
appeal is purely statutory. 

Mr. Long. A review would always lie to the courts. If they 
attempted to pass any rule or ordinance that was in any wise dis- 
criminatory, a review would always be granted by the courts. 

Mr. Hammond. In case, perhaps, of a gross abuse of discretion; 
but I take it that you can pass a law making the decision of this com- 
mission final, or you can provide by your statute for an appeal from 
any decision to some court of review. My question is whether or 
not there is a statutory right of appeal in this proposed bill. 

Mr. Long. No ; because, in my judgment, it is not necessary, for our 
laws provide ample remedies — our existing laws — and if we attempt 
to do any special legislating we may cause confusion, and our existing 
laws are ample to protect any individual or any community or any 
municipality within its own district. 

Mr. Hammond. Your laws of California provide that an appeal may 
be taken from such a board as this? 

Mr. Long. A proceeding in review; yes. 
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Mr. Hammond. Only in cases of gross abuses. 

Mr. Long. Well, or excess 

Mr. Hammond. Not simply by an aggrieved person. I am inquir- 

Mr. Long. I do not quite understand you. If they attempted to 
discriminate, for instance, to the disadvantage of one community 
or of one individual, the courts certainly would interfere. 

Mr. Hammond. Ordinarily statutes provide that a person aggrieved 
by a decision of a board may appeal to some court, and I think it is 
a general rule of law that in the absence of statutory provision grants 
ing the right of appeal, if there is a gross abuse of power, if discretion 
has not been properly used or has been very improperly used, then, 
as a matter of right, some court may be called upon to review the 
proceedings. 

Mr. Long. Yes. 

Mr. Hammond. Is this that latter pow^er that you refer to when 
you speak of the laws providing ample remedies? 

Mr. IjOng. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines. Now, Mr. Long, it is not the purpose of San Fran- 
cisco, or San Francisco County, to deal unfairly with Oakland or 
any other city that wants a share in this water? 

Mr. Long. On the contrary, we are practically one city. 

Mr. Gaines. And you are all trying to get this law passed? 

Mr. Long. Yes, sir. It is purposed to have one law and one sup- 
ply. 

Mr. Gaines. And the mayor of Oakland is here, and the people 
of these other cities want this done? 

Mr. Long. Exactly. 

Mr. Gaines. Now, then, has it been estimated how much destruc- 
tion of property in Oakland was caused by the earthquake alone, and 
how much Toy fire? 

Mr. Long. We had no fire in Oakland. 

Mr. Gaines. I mean in San Francisco. 

Mr. Long. No; and no figures that I have ever known of have esti- 
mated the earthquake loss in San Francisco greater than 5 per cent; 
most of them have been 2 per cent. 

The Chairman. There was practically no earthquake in San Fran- 
cisco, was there? 

Mr. Long. Yes ; there was. I went through it. We had an earth- 
quake, to be honest about it, and it was a good one; and we do not 
want any more. 

Mr. Gaines. My understanding is, from some one here from that 
country recentlv, that the estimate was about 2 per cent from the 
earthquake itself, and the shakes, splits, and slips, and so forth. 

Mr. Long. Faults. 

Mr. Gaines. Yes; and that the major portion of the loss was 
caused by fire. 

Mr. Long. Yes; there is no question about that. 

Mr. Gaines. That at one time it more or less subsided, but on 
account of your want of water you were unable to put out the fire 
where it caught by degrees, but you could have done so if you had 
had the supplv. Do I state it correctly? 

Mr. Long, fexactly. 
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Mr. Gaines. In other words, you were short of water, and you 
could not put out the fires you would have put out if you had had 
the water, and hence it is, at least that is one of the reasons, you are 
persistently and insistently working so that you may have more 
water? 

Mr. Long. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. It is also true, is it not, Mr. Long, to be fair to 
everybody, that something — there was an earthquaKe, of course — 
broke the mains, and of course you can not supply water, no matter 
how much there may be available, if the mains are broken; and tem- 
porarily, at least, the trouble was that the mains were broken that 
supplied many districts of the city? 

Mr. LoxG. Exactly. Judge Farrington, of the United States cir- 
cuit court, in handing down his decision, which Mr. McCutcheon 
referred to the other day, in commenting on that feature of it, said 
there was unexplained in the showing made by the complainant, the 
Spring Valley Water Company, the failure of the complainant to 
follow the recommendations of their chief engineer and place their 
mains on solid ground, so this breakage would not have occurred. 
That was his comment on this feature of the showing made on the 
hearing for the temporary restraining order. 

The Chairman. However, there was some solid ground that was 
slightly oscillated, was there not? 

IVIr. Long. No; as a proof of that there were many buildings of 
poor construction on solid ground. 

Mr. McCuTGHEON. Do I understand you to say there was no soUd 
ground that was slightly oscillated? 

Mr. Long. I do not say that; there were no pipes broken on sohd 
ground. 

The Chairman. It would be just as well not to pursue this inquiry 
further. 

Mr. SMrrH. I want to correct the impression that, I think, Mr. 
Gaines's question might lead to, that the fire spread because of the 
scarcity of water. It was because of the broken pipes. So that if 
you had had the whole Sierra Nevada water supply hitched up to 
San Francisco at the time of the earthquake, you still might have 
burned up? 

Mr. Long. No; if the Spring Valley Water Company had spent 
$30,000 on Twentieth and Valencia streets, and run the pipe up to 
avoid the break on Twentieth and Valencia, we would have had 
15,000,000 or 16,000,000 gallons of water that w^ent to waste. 

Mr. Smith. The point still is that the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany had water enough to put the fire out, but its pipes were laid 
at such a place that they broke under the stress of the quake? 

Mr. Long. It is said they had, but previous to that time, when- 
ever w^e had a big fire, their supply failed. 

The Chairman. But it still remains that the pipes were broken. 

Mr. Long. The pipes were broken and the city burned. 

Mr. Gaines. Are you not also fixing to have a reservoir to be used 
exclusively for fire purposes? 

f Mr. Long. The city to-day is engaged in the constniction of a fire 
system to cost five million and a quarter, to be filled temporarily, 
during ordinary times, with fresh water, and to be supplemented w^th 
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two high-pressure pumping stations to bring salt water from the watera 
of the bay, and independent of any other water system; also tugs, 
and two fire boats. Ihe city is to spend five million and a quarter, 
and the insurance companies assure us that it will reduce the insur- 
ance premiums $1,000,000 a year. We have learned from bitter 
experience what it is to have a so-called supply, and we will take no 
more chances. 

Ihe Chairman. The committee would now like to hear briefly 
from Mr. Galloway. 

STATEMENT OF JOHN D. GALLOWAY, ESQ., OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

GAL. 

The Chairman. I think, perhaps, we had better confine you to 
answering questions propounded by members of the committee, 
because if we are ^oing to conclude these hearings at all we must 
confine our discussion to the questions at issue. You are a civil 
engineer, are you? 

Mr. Galloway. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Employed by the city of San Francisco? 

Mr. Galloway. Never. 

The Chairman. By the Spring Valley Water Company? 

Mr. Galloway. Never. 

The Chairman. In general employment? 

Mr. Galloway. In general employment, and I will state that mj 
experience, which leads me to have some information regarding this 
subject, is that I have been a consulting engineer both of the Cali- 
fornia Gas and Electric Corporation, which has different power plants 
in the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and also of the California Electric 
Power Company, which has 28 in the mountains. 

The Chairman. What do you know of the Sierra water supplies? 

Mr. Galloway. I am familiar with all the rivers from both busi- 
ness experience and from camping in the mountains, from the Merced 
on the south to the Feather Kiver on the north. 

The Chairman. That concludes all of the available supplies on the 
west slope of the Sierras? 

Mr. Galloway. It covers all that have ever been considered as 
supplies. 

The Chairman. Do you consider that any of these supplies are 
available bv the citv of San Francisco at a reasonable cost, with an 
assurance of a plentiful and pure water supply other than the Tuo- 
lumne ? 

Mr. Galloway. Not at a reasonable cost. 

The Chairman. All of them would be more expensive than the 
Tuolumne source? 

Mr. Galloway. Far more so, because every river in the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains is either taken up by irrigation or power companies, 
principally by power companies. 

The Chairman. The expense, then, of securing any other Sierra 
supply would be very considerable? 

Mr. Galloway. I never have heard of an instance where they 
offered their rights for less than $10,000,000, merely their rights. 

The Chairman. In any such case were the rights supposed to be 
sufficient for the complete water supply of the city imcontaminated? 
What knowledge have you as to that? 
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Mr. Galloway. Several propositions have been offered the city. 
If the owners offering the propositions had control of the rights, there 
is no question but what they could have given a sufficient supply of 
water to San Francisco, but in every case — that is, in later years — 
where a proposition has been offered to San Francisco for more or 
less money those rights have undoubtedly been later than those of 
people occupying the rivers principally for power plants, and I will 
ada further, Mr. Chairman, that none of the propositions, with one 
exception, has ever arrived at that stage where the people really own- 
ing tne rights thought it necessary to contest them, because of all the 
propositions that have been offered to San Francisco for a water 
supply from the Sierra Nevada none has advanced beyond the stage 
that when somebody went up into the mountains and saw a river 
flowing there and saw a dam site but what he thought that was a 
good water supply for the city. So the people who owned the rights 
never have considered any or these propositions worth the bother to 
pay any attention to, witli one exception, and that was the proposi- 
tion offered by the Bay Cities Water Company from the South Fork 
of the American and tne North Fork of the Cosunmes River. 

The Chairman. Is there some little opportunity in that so far as 
the supply is concerned ? 

Mr. Galloway. There is an opportunity in the Bay Cities Water 
Company, so far as the supply is concerned, but conflict with state 
law and conflict with prior rights, both as to irrigation and power 
companies, made it, in my judgment, an impossible source of supply. 

The Chairman. Is there some question as to the quahty of that 
supply? 

Mr. Galloway. More question as to the quality as compared with 
the Tuolumne. Those things are all relative. 

The Chairman. You are an engineer, you are familiar with conditions 
in California on the west slope of the Sierra Nevadas, you know the 
character of the country, the needs, present and prospective, for irri- 
gation, power, and municipal supply. I would like to know your 
opinion* on this proposition, as to whether or not the necessities of 
that region for irrigation, power, and municipal supply will ultimately 
demand the use of practically all available storage sites in the Sierras? 

Mr. Galloway. There is no question, Mr. Chairman, but what, 
even at the present time, and certainly within the next fifty years, 
there will be a population in those valleys and on the coast that will 
demand every drop of water that falls in the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
for use for the three different purposes you specify, but the limit, the 
amount of water which they can develop, is not a question of how 
much water falls, because we are troubled in the winter by floods; it 
is simply and solely, gentlemen, a question of the amount of storage 
reservoirs on the mountains. 

The Chairman. Then it is your opinion that ultimately the neces- 
sities of that region will demand the utilization of practically every 
opportunity for storage ? 

Mr. Galloway. Every reservoir site that can be used in the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains will be used, possibly within the next fifty years, 
every one of them. 

The Chairman. Following that, if the reservoir site now proposed 
to be granted for the use of the city of San Francisco for municipal 
purposes was not so granted, would it be your opinion that ultimately 
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the public need would demand the utilization of that reservoir site 
for tne same character of use or other uses elsewhere? 

Mr. Gallow^ay. It most certainlv would; that reservoir site would 
be used. 

The Chairman. I do not know whether vou have ever traveled 
extensively over the National Park, or whetner you, as an engineer, 
have interested yourself particularly in the matter of the effect of 
municipal storage upon the drainage area. If you have, what is 
your opinion as to tne effect of storage at this point on the use of 
the drainage area by the public? 

Mr. Galloway. The use of the drainage area above the Tuolumne 
at Hetch Hetchy Valley will never be any other use excepting for sum- 
mer camping parties. The region lies too high in the Sierras. It is 
covered with snow from seven to nine months of the year. The 
higher regions are in perpetual snow. 

The Chairman. Mr. John Muir, whom all the gentlemen present 
know and have heard 



Mr. Galloway. And we respect 

The Chairman (continuing). Has prepared a map in which he calls 
attention to the three great scenic features of this park — to wit, the 
Tuolumne Meadows, the Yosemite Valley, and the Hetch Hetchy; 
and Mr. Muir, and those who agree with him, are of the opinion that 
ultimately the Tuolumne Meadows \^all be utilized quite as extensively 
as the Yosemite, and that the use of the Hetch Hetchy as a storage 
reservoir for municipal purposes would very seriously and grievously 
interfere with the use of the upper Tuolumne by the public in gen- 
eral. What is your opinion about that? 

Mr. Galloway. My opinion is this, that the number of people who 
now go into the upper region — I think the soldiers in charge of the 
Tuolumne Meadows (it is under government regulation, you under- 
stand) told me that about 150 people went up into the higher region 
each year. 

The Chairman. Assuming that in the time to come 10,000 go 
there each year, or 20,000? 

Mr. Galloway. It might be necessary to subject those people to 
regulations regarding the contamination of water, as they do m the 
Yosemite. Otherwise there is no reason at all why any number of 
people should not go into that region. I understand in the Yosemite 
Valley it is necessary now, on account of the number of people who 
congregate there during the summer, that the army, which has 
charge, must make regulations regarding the habits of the people 
who hve in the valleys. Otherwise I would see no objection what- 
ever to the people going into the high mountains. 

The Chairman. Have you ever studied the question of a municipal 
water supply and ever considered the question? 

Mr. Galloway. Yes. 

The Chairman. What is your idea as to the effect of a reasonable 
use of the Tuolumne Meadows upon a storage in the Hetch Hetchy? 

Mr. Galloway. Nothing whatever, if you use the word '* reason- 
able" advisedly — that is, under the control of the United States 
Army. 

The Chairman. I am assuming that 20,000 people went in there 
and spent a month in the upper valley. 
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Mr. Galloway. There would be no objection to it if the sanitary 
arrangements were made carefully by the United States Army. 

Mr. Hammond. How large is tne city of Sacramento ? 

Mr. Galloway. About 60,000; I may be mistaken in that. 

Mr. Hammond. How does that obtain its water supply ? 

Mr. Galloway. Mostly from the Sacramento River. 

Mr. Hammond. Does it use the American River at all ? 

Mr. Galloway. Mr. Smith, perhaps, can inform you better re- 
garding that. I think it is mostly from the Sacramento River. 

Mr. Hammond. Can you tell me whether Lake Tahoe has an out- 
let? 

Mr. Galloway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. What is its outlet ? * 

Mr. Galloway. It flows through the Truckee River into southern 
Nevada. 

Mr. Hammond. Is there a highland between Lake Tahoe and the 
watershed of the American River? 

Mr. Galloway. There is. 

Mr. Hammond. There is no connection? 

Mr. Galloway. There is no connection at the present time; no, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. The Bay Cities Water Company has the options, 
or own rights on the Amencan River? 

Mr. Galloway. They claim to own some rights. They are lakes 
which lie around Lake Tahoe; smaller lakes. 

Mr. Hammond. Feeding the American River? 

Mr. Galloway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hammond. Is that a good water supply? . 

Mr. Galloway. It is. 

Mr. Hammond. What can you say of the water supply of the 
Middle Yuba River? 

Mr. Galloway. I wish to speak to your last question just a mo- 
ment. The water supply that the Bay Cities Water Company claim 
is the headwaters of the American River, which, by the way, is the 
Rubicon and a portion of the South Fork; it is a good water supply, 
but there is not very much of .that. What was your second question? 

Mr. Hammond. I want to know about the water supply along the 
Middle Fork of the Yuba River. 

Mr. Galloway. Practically all of the water along the Middle Fork 
of the Yuba River and the South Fork, which work together, is used 
first by the California Gas and Electric Corporation. They are the 
successors in interest to what has been called the South Yuba Water 
Company, of which Mr. Englebright could probably tell you a great 
deal more than I. It was originally developed as a mining proposi- 
tion. When the electrical business became of considerable impor- 
tance in California the California Gas and Electric Corporation bought 
the South Yuba Water Company, and that water is now used in 
their power plants. 

Mr. Hammond. Do you know whether the Spring Valley Water 
Company has any rights along the Middle Yuba and the South Yuba 
forks? 

Mr. Galloway. Mr. Bourne claims to. I have no reason to sus- 
pect that he has not. 

Mr. Hammond. Is that a good water supply? 
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Mr. Galloway. The region above is quite settled with mining 
districts. You understand, Mr. Hammona, those things are relative. 
We in the West consider that a mountain supply of water is the best. 
The cities in the Eastern States necessarily nave to take their water 
from where they can get it. Some of them have to filter that water. 
We think that if we get a good mountain supply we have a better 
supply than if you have to filter it. Therefore, when you ask if it 
is a good supply it is a relative question. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. May I ask the gentleman a question, Mr. 
Chairman? 

Mr. Galloway. I do not wish to take any more time; I am per- 
fectly willing to answer any questions. 

The Chairman. Yes; you may ask him a question. 

Mr. McCutcheon. You say that the rights of Mr. Bourne's com- 
pany on the South Yuba are in any way involved with mining com- 
panies ? 

Mr. Galloway. No, Mr. McCutcheon 

Mr. McClhi'CHEON. What are the storage capacities of those sys- 
tems, if you know? 

Mr. Galloway. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose, by Mr. Mc- 
Cutcheon or anyone else, to confuse this issue. The amount of 
storage on the Yuba, as I can see it, has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of whether the United States grants us the use of the lands in the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. If the chairman desires me to answer that 
question, I will endeavor to do so, but I do not want to take up too 
much time. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Galloway, this question has been raised, 
that the city of San Francisco can secure a water supply elsewhere 
than from the Tuolumne, and that therefore the interests of the public 
in the Tuolumne region, in the National Park, are so great that we 
should give careful consideration to the other sources of water supply; 
therefore, if you have information as to the storage capacity on the 
Yuba that would enUghten the committee, although we have gone 
over that proposition somewhat. 

Mr. Hammond. It seems to me we must either take Mr. McCutch- 
eon's statement as absolutely correct, without qualification, or else 
we must hear something on the other side. We nave been told there 
is an ample supply of good water, and I am disposed to believe that is 
true unless we hear something to the contrary. 

Mr. Galloway. Mr. Chairman, you will please understand that I 
refuse or decline to answer Mr. McCutcheon' s question because it 
seems to me that the patience of the committee has been drawn out 

The Chairman. Very briefly, what was your question as to the 
storage capacity of the upper Yuba? 

Mr. McCutcheon. What are the storage capacities, the existing 
storage capacities, of the systems to which I referred, and where are 
they? 

Mr. Galloway. Let me ask you to which ones you refer, the 
storage capacities of the South Yuba Water Company ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. No; I have nothing to do with the South Yuba 
Water Company; the North Broomfield, the Eureka Company, and 
the Milton Ditch Company. 

Mr. Galloway. Those I would not be able to give the committee 
any information about. Mr. Bourne may have, and Mr. McCutcheon^ 
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who represents them, may have a complete water supply from the 
Middle Fork of the Yuba Kiver, and I would not be able to contradict 
him. 

The Chairman. Have you ever seen these particular reservoirs, 
or do you know as to their capacities ? 

Mr. Galloway. No. ^ 

The Chairman. They are large reservoirs? 

Mr. Galloway. No, I would not say that. When I was consult- 
ing engineer for the California Gas and Electric Corporation, which 
has power plants upon all the forks of the Yuba River, it was nec- 
essary to take a general cognizance of where the power could be 
economically developed. 

STATEMENT OF MB. C. E. GRTJirSKY, CIVIL ENGHfEEB, t)F 

SAH FBANGISCO, CAI. 

The Chairman. I think perhaps it would not be worth while to go 
into that matter further. If you have not definite information A&. 
Grunsky has, I think. You have definite information on this par- 
ticular situation, have you, Mr. Grunsky? 

Mr. Grunsky. Is this on the Yuba River? 

Mr. Galloway. It is on the Middle Fork of the Yuba. 

The Chairman. On that proposition. Not that, perhaps, we 
should care to have you answer just at this moment, out tnat we 
may know that we have you in reserve on this question. 

Mr. Grunsky. I do not have the information. 

The Chairman. Do I not understand that you have investigated 
quite thoroughly the water possibiUties on the west slope of the 
Sierras ? 

Mr. Grunsky. What I have to sav of the Yuba River will be 
found in the record before you, submitted by the representatives of 
San Francisco. 

Mr. Manson. We handed in 20 copies of the reports of Mr. Grun- 
sky and myself. 

The Chairman. The report which was made by you and others on 
the water supply of San Francisco ? 

Mr. Manson. "Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In which you took into consideration the South 
Yuba and all these other rivers? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You have in detail taken up the possibilities of 
other sources of supply ? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes; the question was gone into quite fully at that 
time, and in this pamphlet which has been submitted, entitled 
"Reports on the Water Supplies of San Francisco, 1900-1908,'' the 
various reports which I have made are inlcuded. There was a progress 
report made which reviewed the situation in general. There was 
another report made on the available sources. There was another 
report made which was devoted specifically to the Tuolumne River 
as a source of supply, because, by the process of elimination, as Mr. 
Galloway has stated, the question of the water supply >and quality 
of water and amount of water obtainable is, as a rule, relative. It 
was determined that the Tuolumne was the source of supply. That 
was the direct result of my investigations that led to the filing upon 
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the reservoir rights of way on the Tuolumne River in Hetch Hetchy 
Valley and at Lake Eleanor. The need existed at the time those 
reports were made, in 1901 and 1902, for the acquisition of water 
rights in the Sierra Nevadas, because the city must go to the Sierras 
for its water supply, and it is the result of the refusal of the Secretary 
of the Interior io grant the rights of way as first asked for that ulti- 
mately led to tliis request that we now be granted the use of the 
lands in the Hetch Hetchy, and. of course, Lake Eleanor. 

The Chairman. All of the other Sierra sources are more distant 
from the city of San Francisco than the Tuolumne. That is one 
feature of the situation that was taken into consideration, of course? 

Mr. Grunsky. There are many facts that were taken into considera- 
tion. 

The Chairman. That is one of them? 

Mr. Grunsky. That is one of them. 

The Chairman. Distance? 

Mr. Grunsky. Ot course, the matter of distance is variable for the 
diflFerent sources of supply that were considered. There is another 
matter, and that is the location of the line that will bring the water to 
San Francisco. 

The Chairman. And the character of the country over which you 
must run the Une? 

Mr. Grunsky. And the difficulties that have to be overcome, as, 
for instance, the crossing of the Straits of Karquines; that the water 
supply lies far to the north; the matters of construction that are 
involved, of great risk, that have to be taken into account in deter- 
mining what is the available source of supply. 

Mr. HowLAND. If I remember correctly, the statement has been 
made, and I am not sure but what it is embodied in this report you 
refer to, Mr. Grunsky, that you have said that the Spring Valley 
Water Company, from its available supplies, could produce 100,000,000 
gallons per da}'; if they could be magnified to their utmost capacity, 
that they could produce that many gallons per day. 

Mr. Grunsky. I do not know whether that statement, which w^as 
given in a paper which I read before a technical society, has been 
correctly understood bv this committee, and perhaps it needs a little 
explanation, because tKe sources of a supply that He near San Fran- 
cisco, if developed to their utmost by adequate works, and if the water 
could be made available for use in San Francisco, might be developed 
to the extent it has been indicated, but there are qualifying condi- 
tions. The development is an aggregate development. The water 
is wanted by other people besides San Francisco. There is no assur- 
ance that the rights to these possible sources, the control of which is 
claimed by the Spring Valley Water Company, or a large interest, at 
least, is claimed oy them, and on which they have secured footholds 
to a greater or less extent, can be made available for that purpose. 
Moreover, even if it were so that the city of San Francisco were to-day 
the successor of the Spring Valley Water Company, and could develop 
those sources, San Francisco would still be before you and say, "We 
need what we are asking for, the use of the lands in the Hetch 
Hetchy.^' That is the situation in brief, and there is no escape from 
it whatever, no matter what other sources of supplv may be avail- 
able. If San Francisco were driven to it, rather tfian give up her 
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homes, she would distill water from the ocean, get water from some- 
where up to the value of her property. She would go to that expense 
to save herself. 

Mr. Gronna. Would you require the Spring Valley Water Com- 
pany's supply, providing you get the Hetch Hetchy? 

Air. Grunsky. The properties of the Spring valley are unques- 
tionably desirable to San Francisco. We ought to begin with tnem 
as the nucleus for the system. 

Mr. Gronna. But not absolutelv necessary? 

Mr. Grunsky. No; an independent works can be constructed, but 
there again the question is relative, and I have pointed that out, and 
I think you will find it in my reports. I have been endeavoring to 

g resent the situation there just exactly as it is. The varied sources 
'om which the Spring Valley obtains its water, and the duphcation 
of the pipe lines into San Francisco, the nearness of the supply, make 
the reuaoility of service greater in the case of the nearby sources, 
disregarding entirely the location on treacherous ground, than if the 
source of supply is more remote. I pointed that out, I think, in the 
reports, and you will find it all in the record. 

The Chairman. It is true, of course, and it is not denied, that San 
Francisco could obtain a Sierra supply, were she compelled to do it, 
elsewhere than in the Hetch Hetchy or from the Tuolumne ? 

Mr. Grunsky. Perhaps, at great cost; and I think that what Mr. 
GaUoway has said explains the situation very fully, and of course 
Mr. GaDoway, having been on the ground connected with the develop- 
ment of water or rather with its use for power purposes within recent 
times, is better informed than I, who have been oyit of the State now 
since 1904. 

The Chairman. Do any members of the committee desire to ques- 
tion Mr. Grunsky further in these matters? Mr. Galloway, do you 
desire to make a further statement ? 

Mr. Galloway. I would like to have about three minutes more. 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Grunsky, judging the future by the past, are the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains, or the Hetch Hetchy Valley section of the 
country, less Uable to earthquakes than the Spring Valley territory 
or the San Francisco territory? 

Mr. Grunsky. The earthquakes of the past, so far as I am acquain- 
ted with them, and I was in the earthquake of 1868, would not have 
destroyed or injured the works in the Sierra Nevada Mountains. The 
severity of the earthquake was confined to the vicinity of the Bay 
of San Francisco ; that is, to the coast region. 

Mr. Gaines. How far is that with reference to the Spring Valley 
water plant and machinery, and so forth? 

Mr. Grunsky. In the case of the Spring Valley waterworks, they 
lie right in the earthquake zone; that is, the storage works them- 
selves. When it comes to the pipe lines that carry the water to San 
Francisco under the Bay of San Francisco, the population would be 
in the same general territory, and it is then a question of the ground 
occupied. Of course, in the case of the San P'rancisco project, tak- 
ing water from the Tuolumne River, a very considerable storage was 
provided for right within San Francisco. 

The Chairman. Did the recent earthquake seriously affect the 
Spring Valley Water Company's storage reservoirs ?| 
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Mr. Grunsky, The storage works escaped serious injury — that is, 
so far as the eflFective storage works are concerned. The injury to the 
Spring Valley Water Company's plant was confined almost exclu- 
sively to the distributing system, to the pipe Unes bringing in the 
water to San Francisco, into the distributing system within San 
Francisco. 

The Chairman. The pipe Unes within the city boundaries w^ere 
affected, were they? 

Mr. Grunsky. They were, very seriously. 

STATEMENT OF MR. WALTER MACABTHTJR, OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

CAL. 

The Chairman. Do you care to be heard, Mr. MacArthur? 

Mr MacArthur. I merely wish to affirm, as far as my knowledge 
permits me to do so, what has been said by the other representatives 
of San Francisco here. I speak without any pretensions to technical 
or expert knowledge on this question. I am simply a citizen in private 
life in San Francisco. I have lived there for many years and have had 
the average citizen^s opportunity of forming .a judgment as to the 
water supply. 

Mr. HowLAND. Do you appear before the committee simply as a 
citizen of San Francisco, or as a representative of the city? 

Mr. MacArthur. I am here, sir, by appointment of the mayor 
of San Francisco, under authority vestecl in him by the board of super- 
visors of that city. 

Mr. Rowland. All right. I want that to appear in the record. 

Mr. MacArthur. The elements of this proposition, as they appear 
to me, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, are simply these: The city of 
San Francisco needs water and needs it very badly. We have not 
water enough now, nor have we had for manv years past, to enable 
us to do those things which communities ought to be able to do for 
themselves. To say nothing at all of the shortage of water for purely 
domestic purposes, we are short of water for such purposes as sprin- 
kling the streets, flushing the sewers, and other sanitary matters. We 
do not seem to be able to get any nearer a solution of this question, 
notwithstanding the repeated assurances of the Spring Valley Water 
Company and other private concerns of their ability to supply us with 
that needed element of life. On the contrary, we seem to be getting 
further and further away from a solution. I merely wish to add 
these one or two words to what has been saia by my colleagues from 
San Francisco. 

I would suggest that it is not a sufficient reply to the representa- 
tives of San Francisco in favor of securing this right to the waters of 
Tuolumne River to say that there are in existence other possible sup- 
plies of wati'T. I think I am within the bounds when I say that the 
i)eople of San Francisco, as do th? people of all other communities, 
ooK at the matter as one requiring something in the nature of muni- 
cipal ownership, that wherever it is possible to give cities the right 
to own their own water suppliss, the rirfit ought to be vested in them 
by reason of the imperative need of the water. And again, Mr. 
Chairman, and this is all I have to say, it has been said that the 
rights of the public in the Yosemite Park are superior to the rights of 
the people of any one community, and with that I agree in general, 
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but when I consider the fact that the rights of the public, practically 
speaking, are limited to the opportunity of a very small number of 
visitors to that section of the country every year, as compared with 
the interests of a number of large and growing cities, it would seem to 
me that the interests of the country at large, of the Government of 
the United States, would lie in the direction of assisting these cities, 
rather than in the direction of conserving the natural beauties of that 
locality for the benefit of a few travelers. At the same time I wish to 
say that, in our judgment, we do not contemplate anything that 
would detract in the slightest measure from the natural beauty of 
Hetch Hetchy Valley. AH that is proposed to be done, or wifl be 
done, is to substitute one form of beauty for another. Instead of a 
meadow, a valley, the floor of which constitutes a garden vnth flowers, 
we shall have a glassy lake, in which the nature lovers may contem- 
plate their own lineaments, like so many Psyches. I trust that they 
will derive just as much pleasure from that form of natural beauty 
as they do now in contemplating the flowers that cover the floor of 
the valley. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we can go further bv way of making a con- 
cession to the nature lovers. We can builcT a dam there and cover 
it with moss and vines and roses, and if that be not sufficient, Mr. 
Chairman, we can castellate that dam so that the nature lover will 
ima£:ine that he is viewing a castle up in the mountains. 

liowever, all that aside, Mr. Chairman — I am speaking seriously — 
there is another question in which the interests of the country are 
involved. I speaK with all seriousness when I say that the United 
States has a vital interest in San Francisco Bay. San Francisco 
Bay constitutes the only harbor on the Pacific coast within a stretch 
of 800 or 1,000 miles, from San Diego to Puget Sound, and for many 
purposes it is practically the only harbor on the coast. 

The Chairman. You have overlooked the mouth of the Columbia 

« * 

River, have you not? You do not care to overlook that? 

Mr. Macarthur. I do not care to overlook that, but the fact of 
the matter is that the mouth of the Columbia is obstructed by a 
very nasty bar, just as is the mouth of the Humboldt, and there is a 
long river which must be traversed before the city of Portland is 
reached. When I speak of San Francisco being the only harbor on 
the Pacific coast I speak of it because it is the harbor which confronts, 
so to speak, directly on the ocean, and yet is landlocked. We contem- 
plate the growth of that city and of the surrounding cities, and we 
believe that when the Panama Canal is finished the prows of the 
commerce of the world will be turned toward San Francisco Bay. If 
that be so, Mr. Chairman, I submit that it is essential to the interests 
of the commerce of the United States and to the success of the 
Panama Canal and the commerce of the world, international com- 
merce, that conditions in San Francisco should be such as to provide 
the shipping that will come to the port with all the facilities that it 
needs. That shipping will need not only water, but it will need a 
large number of industries; many industries will be involved in the 
matter of caring for the commerce that will naturally come to that 
great harbor upon the completion of the Panama Canal, or even in 
the absence of it. Leaving out the Panama Canal altogether, as the 
commerce of the Pacific increases the commerce of San Francisco 
will increase, so that, looked at from that point of view, I suggest 
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that it will be well for the interests of the people of the United States 
to so arrange this water question that San Francisco will be able to 
meet the responsibilities which will be thrust upon her by reason of 
her growth in that direction; and in conclusion I wish to say, while 
affirming all that has been said here by the other representatives of 
San Francisco, that the people of that city, and of all the bay cities, 
are metaphorically, and in fact literally, crying for water. We see 
no hope for a permanent solution of this water question other than 
in the proposition now before this committee. We now lack suflB- 
cient water to supply our daily needs, the most common and ordinary 
needs, ^ital neecls of human existence, and that being the case, the 
future growth of the city must, in the nature of things, be restricted, 
and as a matter of fact unless San Francisco be enabled to secure an 
adequate water supply we might as well write '* Finis" to the history 
of that city. 

We urge upon you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that you give 
this matter your most careful consideration and accede to the wishes 
and representations of San Francisco and her sister cities around the 
bay, and thus enable us to secure that needed element of life, without 
which the growth of the city, aye, human existence itself, is impos- 
sible. I thank you. 

Mr. HowLAND. Mr. Chairman, a brief has been filed, I think, with 
each member of this committee, quite a voluminous brief, which 
embodies the views of the American Alpine Club, the Sierra Club of 
California, the Appalachian Mountain Club of Boston, the Mazamas 
of Portland, Mountaineers of Seattle, American Pacific Association, 
and American Scenic and Historic Preservation Society, and innu- 
merable other leading clubs throughout America, in which they state, 
in the form of a brier, the objections to the granting of this privilege, 
on page 18. I would like to call the attention of some of the gentle- 
men advocating this legislation specifically to this brief, .w^here the 
objections are enumerated, and have them take up those objections 
and reply to them categorically. 

Mr. Olney. Something is said there in regard to the Sierra Club. 
It is a mistake; it is divided on that question. 

Mr. Rowland. They are all enumerated; eight of them. 

Mr. Olney. You read the Sierra Club. 

Mr. HowLAND. It signs here. 

Mr. Olney. I think not; it is just some director of the club. 

Mr. Rowland. Of course I have no information on that. 

Mr. Phelan. Mr. Olnev is the founder of the Sierra Club. 

Mr. Rowland. All right. We are glad to have that information. 
1 would like to have some of these objections answered, so that it will 
appear in the record. They are on page 18 of this brier. 

The Chairman. Before we go into that I would like to ask Mr. 
Grunsky one question w^hich relates somewhat to this matter. You 
have engaged in engineering in California, Mr. Grunsky, for many 
years ? 

Mr. Grunsky. F'or many years. I commenced practice there in 
1878 under the city engineer of California, investigating irrigation 
and drainage problems and such matters. Then I was city engineer 
in the years 1900 to 1904, until I was called East. 

The Chairman. You are familiar with the conditions of that region, 
then, both as to the supply of water, the possibilities of storage, and 
the needs of the region, present and prospective. Is it your opinion 
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that ultimately the necessities of the region will demand the use of 
all the storage reservoirs for various purposes ? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes; it is unquestionably so. 

The Chairman. That ultimately, if the territory is going to reach 
its highest development in irrigation and in manufactures and the 
population which it seems now destined to have, all possible oppor- 
tunities for storage must be utilized ? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes; and principally such storage sites as those that 
are in question here at the present time; and the highest use to which 
the water can be made available by such storage, which would other- 
wise flow down upon the valleys in a destructive way, is the municipal 
supply. 

Tne Chairman. There are two general objections urged by the gen- 
tlemen who have just been referred to by the gentleman from Ohio^ 
Mr. Howland : First, that the use of the vauey as a reservoir will destroy 
its beauty, and of course deprive the public of the use of the valley 
as a camping place; second, that the use of the valley as a storage 
reservoir for municipal supply will also affect the use of the entire 
drainage area by the public. 

Mr. Grunsky. In reply to those questions as to the effects, it is 
necessary for the committee to remember that the floor of the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley at the present time is privately owned. We are ask- 
ing, or the city of San Francisco is asking, for a grant of the use of 
lands small in extent, small in area, that are to be added to what is 
already privately owned. If, now, that land were converted into a 
lake, it would be the substitution of a lake, which is very neat in 
character, for what is now meadow land. 

The Chairman'. And, of course, not available for camping pur- 
poses? 

Mr. Grunsky. And the land would not longer be available for camp- 
ing purposes because the level land that now exists therc^ would be 
inundated. 

The Chairman. And is it also true that there is no other extent of 
level OTOund in the vicinity that could be utilized for camping pur-^ 
poses? 

Mr. Grunsky. That is not the situation. There are other tracts 
of lands that are available for camping purposes. 

The Chairman. In the immediate vicinitv of this valley? 

Mr. Grunsky. It depends upon the interpretation you give to the 
w^ord ^'immediate." 

The Chairman. Well, a Sabbath day's iourney from it? 

Mr. Grunsky. In that general locality there are a great many other 
meadow tracts, and I think camps can be established. 

The Chairman. Oh, yes; it was stated before the committee, as I 
recollect, that it is some 18 or 20 miles from the only available camp- 
ing place that would remain on the Tuolumne below the dam, over 
the road that mio^ht be constructed around the dam, to the valley on 
a branch of the Tuolumne above the dam, which is a very long day's 
journey with a pack outfit, but there are no intervening areas. That 
is true, is it ? 

Mr. aIanson. No; the Tiltill Valley, Canyon Ranch, and Hog 
Ranch, that are all offered by the city, are in less than a day's journey. 

The Chairman. I realize that fact, but the Tiltill Valley is the 
valley that I am speaking of. The name did not occur to me for the 
moment; they have such extraordinary names up in that country. 
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It is some 18 miles, is it not, or more from the dam site, or the only 
available camping place below the proposed dam site, by the road 
that may be constructed around this reservoir to the filtill Valley? 

Mr. AIanson. No, sir; it is only about 5 miles from the head of 
the lake. 

Tlie Chairman. From the head of the lake; but there is no camp- 
ing place at the head of the lake? 

Mr. Maxson. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Then is it not true that it is something like 18 
miles from the camping place below the dam on the Tuolumne ? 

Mr. Manson. There is no camping place below on the Tuolumne. 
Poopenaut Valley is about 6 miles. You would not come from the 
Tuolumne at all that way. 

The Chairman. If you were at the Hog Ranch and wanted to see 
the glories of the Hetch Hetchy, where would you camp? 

Mr. Galloway. Anywhere along there. 

Mr. Manson. At the Canyon Ranch? 

The Chairman. How far is that? 

Mr. Manson. About 7 miles? 

The Chairman. Then there would be no camping place in the im- 
mediate vicinity of this valley? 

Mr. Galloway. You can camp anywhere on those moimtains. 

Mr. Manson. Anywhere you have water. 

The Chairman. The suggestion was made here the other day that 
a party of two or three or four could camp anywhere. I realize that 
a party of two can climb a tree, as far as that is concerned, and cany 
their water in a can or jug, or you need not carry any water if you 
have a jug [laughter] ; but spealang of camping places of considerable 
areas, that is what these gentlemen are contendmg, that there are no 
considerable camping places that could be utilized in the immediate 
vicinity of this valley. 

Mr. Galloway. You can camp anjrwhere. Thousands of people 
could go into those moimtains. I went this summer clear around the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley, and you can camp anywhere there, right in the 
trees. 

The Chairman. I have no doubt about that at all [laughter]. As- 
suming that a party desiring to view the Hetch Hetchy, after the 

reservoir was built, came over a trail leading Where does that 

trail lead [indicating on map] ? 

Mr. Manson. It leads here, down in here. 

The Chairman. A party desiring to view the Hetch Hetchy Valley 
and the surroimding mountains, which I understand are very beau- 
tiful, comes to this point; where could they camp? 

Mr. Manson. Right there, within less than a mile of the dam. 

The Chairman. There is a camping place of considerable area? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; large area. 

The Chairman. How large? 

Mr. Manson. A couple of hundred acres, a small lake in the middle 
of it, and springs all around. 

The Chairman. Within a mile of the dam site? 

Mr. Manson. I should judge it is not more than a mile. 

The Chairman. If the gentleman from Ohio would listen to this, 
he might get some information. He was anxious to have brought 
out the objections made to the use of the valley. 
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Mr. Manson. This is a better showing of it than this [indicating 
maps]. . • 

The Chairman. You gentlemen do not agree with these scientists. 
The party, after reaching this point down here at your proposed dam,, 
could camp, you say, a mile below the dam? 

Mr. Manson. Yes. You see that beautiful lake right there. There 
is a splendid place for camping^ there. I have camped there myself. 

The Chairman. There would be no possibility of camping, how- 
ever, around the lake ? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir. 

Mr. Galloway. On the shores of the lake ; you could go along any- 
where until you reached the higher cUflFs. It has been spoken of as 
complete granite cliffs. As a matter of fact, there is only about one- 
third of it, in mv judgment, and the rest of the place you could take^ 
if the trail was Duilt, to camp anywhere along the shores of that lake 
for miles. 

The Chairman. However, you would not want a great many peo- 
ple camping along the shores of a lake used for a reservoir. That is 
another objection. They say, therefore, that the view and the use 
and the utilization of the Hetch Hetchy Valley from a pubUc stand- 
point would be very seriously curtailed. 

Mr. Manson. The use of the valley itself; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The Tiltill Valley is where? 

Mr. Manson. It is right there, sir; it is right at this point. It is 
less than 3 miles from here. 

The Chairman. It is 3 miles from the upper end of the Hetch 
Hetchy to Tiltill? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; 3 or 4 miles by the trail. 

The Chairman. Is there any camping place at all above Hetch 
Hetchy, or would there be after the reservoir was built, until you 
i-each the Tiltill ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes, sir; there are a number of places on Tiltill and 
on Rancheria. 

The Chairman. How extensive? 

Mr. Manson. Very small; three dozen people at a time. 

Mr. Galloway. Smith's Meadows is one of the best places there. 
I camped there two days. 

The CHAiR|rAN. How far is that? 

Mr. Galloway. About four hours' journey from the upper end 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to the Smith's Meadows. 

The Chairman. Four hours with a pack train? 

Mr. Galloway. Yes, sir; and you could probablv camp three or 
four thousand people around in those little meadows, which are 
called Smith's Meadows. 

Mr. Manson. And the view from the summit of Smith's Peak for 
half an hour is worth weeks of camping down here to any lover of 
scenery. » 

Mr. Galloway. You can get the view of the whole range of the 
Sierras from the top of Smith's Peak. 

The Chairman. But they tell us you would entirely lose the effect 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley and its majestic mountain walls if you 
cover the floor of the valley with a lake. 

Mr. Manson. Exactly; if you will tell me how that statement ia 
borne out, and if you will tell me further how the human eye can be 
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befogged in its view of any lake, fall, precipice, for a radius of all 
this country * 

The Chairman. Mr. Muir, Mr. Johnston, and the gentlemen who 
have been before us referred to the great beauty and grandeur of the 
walls of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, a view of which can only be obtained 
from the bottom of the valley. 

Mr. Manson. Just as they say, that you can only view the beau- 
ties and grandeurs of the Capitol of this country from the foot of the 
steps. 

The Chairman. You could probably see it better than you could 
see it from a balloon. 

Mr. Manson. I have spent as much time in there as Mr. Muir, and 
certainly as much as Mr. Johnston, who has never seen it, and the 
finest view is here, and the next is here [indicating on maps]. 

The Chairman. There is a proposition to build a road around this 
reservoir; what do you know about that, Mr. Grunsky? 

Mr. Grunsky. The trails and roads that exist at tne present time 
can be very readily replaced. It is a matter of cost. It is a matter 
that can be provided for. At the present time there is not even a 
wagon road into the Hetch Hetchy Valley; it is accessibly only by 
trail. 

The Chairman. It would not be difficult, however, to build a road 
through the valley; of course, that would be simply a matter of 
cutting out a little underbrush. 

Mr. Grunsky. In the first place, the road would have to be ex- 
tended to the valley, and then, to reach the different portions of the 
valley, a good deal of rock work would be necessary. Part of the 
trail, at the high water of the river, is under water, so that there are 
difficulties of traveling through that country even at the present 
time. I have been in the valley repeatedly at different seasons of^ 
the year; I have traveled through the mountains with my family; we 
have left the floor of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, traveled down on the 
trail for some miles, and then turned over the mountains regardless 
of trails and camped where night overtook us. We have found no 
difficulty in getting to the different points that we wished to reach. 

The Chairman. wTiat is the condition of this drainage area, gener- 
ally, so far as the possibility of camping is concerned? Can you 
camp on most any of these Httle streams with small pal'ties? 

Mr. Grunsky. The countrv above the Hetch Hetchy is particu- 
larly desirable as a source or ^ater, as a collecting ground for the 
water to be used for municipal purposes, for the reason that a very 
large part of that country is bare granite area. It is a glaciated 
country. It is for that very reason that the water flowing to the 
proposed reservoir will be of such a high grade of purity. Tne lakes 
that lie in that upper region are all crystalclear; they are not clouded 
by mud flats. There are gravel and sand bars aoout them. The 
water has an extremely attractive appearance, and its quality is 
quite up to its appearance. 

The Chairman. Is the watershed of the Tuolumne generally 
forested? 

Mr. Grunsky. It is forested in parts, and the forested parts arc 
those that lie at the lower elevations. The valley itself is at an ele- 
vation of nearly 4,000 feet. 

The Chairman. The moimtain slopes are not generally forested? 

Mr. Grunsky. The moimtain slopes are generally forested. 
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The Chairman. The higher mountain slopes ? 

Mr. Grunsky. There is a CTeat deal of it there. That is, scatter- 
ing trees. There is more or less forest throughout the region. 

The Chairman. But it is not generally forested territory? 

Mr. Grunsky. That would be a matter of interpreting what is 
meant by a forested area, if I should attempt to answer that question, 
because it is relative. 

The Chairman. But looking out over the Virginia hills, for instance, 
we see them generally forested. That does not mean that there is 
commercial timber there, but it is a forested area. Wherever man 
has let the country alone there is a growth of forest of some sort, 
forest cover. 

Mr. Grunsky. There is a forest cover in this area, and particu- 
larly at its lower elevations. 

The Chairman. I understand, but taking the country as a whole, 
as you look over the coimtry is it a territory of forest, or is it a ter- 
ritory of bare mountains, largely, with timber marking the streams? 

Mr. Grunsky. It is largely a country of bare mountains, with trees 
and timber following the mountain slopes and the streams. . 

The Chairman. And that timber is of a scrubby character, here 
and there in patches, but not generally covering the country? 

Mr. Grunsky. Generally covering the country in the lower regions, 
with that character as indicated by the chairman in the higher regions. 

The Chairman. These photographs [holding up a series of pnoto- 
CTaphs] show bare granite walls surrounding the basins, and here at a 
distance are bare granite peaks; that is the character, is it ? 

Mr. Grunsky. 1 wouhf like to take that up in a moment. I would 
like to reply to the inquiry made by the chairman as to the effect of 
the utilization of the valley upon the country that lies above. So far 
as the use of the same by the public is concerned for its enjoyment as 
a place to visit, this lies in a rorest reservation, in a place created by 
act of Congress. The Congress can, of course, at any time modify the 
boundaries of this district. It is hoped that it will never do so. If 
the city acquires a right to store water as contemplated, and the 
water is put to the highest use to wliich water can oe put, there is 
every reason to believe that for all time that area will be reserved for 
the use that is contemplated by forest reservation. That is what the 
gentlemen, Mr. Muir and Mr. Johnston, object to. That is the very 
thing they object to. They say that the use of this reservoir by the 
city of San Francisco will very largely interfere with the use of the 
entire region by the public. I think I have explained that it will 
interfere with tne use of the floor of the valley as a camping ground. 
Everyone must admit that. That is an unauestionea fact. But 
so far as the use of the higher areas is concerned, they are reserved to 
the use of the public, and will be much more conserved than if this 
right is not granted to San Francisco ; and if it is not granted to San 
Francisco it will inevitably go to some one else, because it is not con- 
ceivable that all the water that gathers in this upper region and goes 
into these storage sites will be allowed to go on down and flow off 
uselessly. 

The Chairman. Ultimately you think that this will be used, in 
anv event; that the necessities of the region will demand it? 

ilr. Grunsky. There is no question about that. I have been 
shown here some photographs, which are photographs of the cliffs 
which surround the Hetch Hetchy Valley, and these photographs 
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show bare cliflFs. Of course these are cliffs that rise very steeply 
from the valley floor to elevations of 1,500 to 2,000 feet. These are 
not timbered; they are bare. They are too steep for the timber. 

Mr. Phelan. The gentleman from Ohio asked Mr. Grunsky to 
answer certain questions in the brief of Mr. John Muir, and I think 
I will say, and perhaps it will add something to the humor of the 
occasion, that I went out through the Yosemite Valley last year and 
I asked ilr. Kenney, who has charge of the transportation — ^who is in 
control of the transportation — ^what he knew of the relations of Mr. 
Muir to the Yosemite Valley, and he told me in detail of his admira- 
tion of his efforts in behalf of a better Yosemite Valley, but premised 
it by saying that when he first met him he was conducting a sawmill 
in tne valley. 

Mr. Olney. That is not correct. He was working for some one 
else. 

The Chairman. Well, I once worked in a sawmill myself. I can 
sympathize with him. 

Mr. Phelan. We do not question the sincerity of Mr. Muir, who 
has prepared this brief. He is undoubtedly a man who is interested 
in this matter. But we maintain that a lake would not in any way 
injure that valley. 

Mr. Howland. Some of these Questions have been answered suf- 
ficiently already, but I wish to direct Mr. Grunsky's attention to 
them. I will only ask you a few of them. The questions of the 
necessity and the destruction of scenic beauties have been gone over 
very fully. These specific objections are urged in this brier. I read 
you as follows: 

Second. The grant as arranged by Mr. Garfield contains no provision requiring the 
city to build a road around the margin of the proposed reservoir, which otherwise will 
cut off and make "no thoroughfare^ all the many leading to, through, and from this 
beautiful valley. 

You need not answer that, because the proposed bill now pending 
before the committee takes care of that. 

Mr. Gruxsky. Yes; but I would like to say to the committee 

The Chairman. This has also been brought out very clearly, that 
it would be necessary for the city of San Francisco to build at least 
a trail of that character in the construction and in the care of the 
reservoir. 

Mr. IIowLAND. Yes. 

The Chairman. It is not as though they were not compelled to do 
it. It would be necessary for them to build such a trail. 

Mr. Manson. But the question was raised ; it was covered by the 
agreement with the Secretary of the Interior. That was one of 
the park regulations. 

Mr. Grunsky. I would like to say to the committee that what 
should be granted to the city of San Francisco is the use of these 
lands for reservoir purposes without any conditions, simply under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior should prescribe. I 
am not agreed that those limitations that are contained m the law as 

eroposed are the wisest and the proper restrictions to place upon what 
ongress is granting, or what we hope Congress will grant, to the city 
of San Francisco. 
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Mr. IIowLAND. At any rate, we will now come to the third objec- 
tion: 

Third. No rental or compensation is aeked or required for these priceless water 
rights, valued at over 110,000,000 by the representatives of the city, which should pay 
for the great sacrifice involved in some proportion to the nation's loss. 

Mr. Grunsky. The city of San Francisco is an integral part of the 
nation. The use to wliich this property will be put will be a public 
use, the highest use to which it can possibly be put, and it is requir- 
ing something of a growing, great, integral part of our nation 

The Chairman. Will you allow me to make a suggestion right 
there — that the Government of the United States has not any water 
rights to grant? It is not proposed to grant any. It has not any 
powder to grant any. 

Mr. Grunsky. I was coming to that, and I tliink you will find that 
the laws under which it was proposed to take the water originally are 
our California laws, which give to individuals and to nmnicipalities the 
rights to take water. 

The Chairman. The city has proceeded under the laws of Cali- 
fornia to insure its right to use these waters, has it? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes; that is one of the first steps that was taken. 

Mr. Rowland. Is that all you care to say on that third proposition ? 

Mr. Grunsky. Some representative of the city of San Francisco 
'may wish to answer that more fully. 

Mr. Manson. Just one word, if the committee will permit me. The 
city now ow^ns a portion of the floor of that valley, and makes recom- 
pense to the Government for that by giving it an equal area of land, 
a condition that has never been imposed upon any other grant that I 
know of to private companies, corporations, or otherwise; nor do I 
think it will be just or equitanle to make that the first example of 
such a proposition. 

Mr. Grunsky. And particularly not in view of the fact that San 
Francisco has just passed through a great calamity, and if there is 
any city in the nation that should receive the largest consideration 
from Congress it is the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. HowLAND. I will read the fourth proposition: 

Fourth. The grant abandons the enormous and immensely valuable water power 
that will be developed, leaving it to be appropriated without compensation to the 
nation, by the city, local interests, and private corporations. Reserved and properly 
utilized, the proceeds of the jwwer values would improve and maintain the park in 
perpetuity. 

Mr. Grunsky. The storage of the water, the holding back of that 
water which would flow during the high-water periods of the river to 
the lower regions, is the source of the power. The power is there. 
It is conserved by the city; it is made available. Whether the city 
makes it available or whether a private citizen makes it available is 
not material. Ultimately the powder will be utilized in some way or 
other. It is inherent in the water as it flows from this higher area to 
the lower region. 

Mr. Galloway. Whoever utilizes the water does not destroy any 
of its valuable qualities by running it through a turbine? 

Mr. Grunsky. No. The fact that it is used for power does not 
make it unavailable for use otherwise. 

68714 — 8 F ft H H B£8— 09 6 
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Mr. Rowland. In that connection I want to call your attantion 
to the brief of Mr. Whitman, filed in opposition to this legislation, on 
page 2 of which brief he says, referring to Hetch Hetchy: *'It will 
provide more wat^r than the city of San Francisco can possibly use 
m centuries. The surplus is desired for power and light, thus reduc- 
ing taxes in the city.'' 

Mr. Galloway. Nonsense! 

Mr. Grunsky. The city asked me to investigate the possibility of 
developing power with the water that was to be made available in 
this way, and at the time of my investigation the large additional 
investment that would be necessary would be discouraging. More- 
over the city has no intention whatever of doing anything of that 
kind. 

Mr. Rowland. That should be in the record. I want that in the 
record. 

The Chairman. What if the city had the intention of utilizing the 
power developed from the water it impounded; would anybody be 
mjured by its doing it? 

Mr. Rowland. It would only make it impossible for some private 
interests to utilize that same power if the city utilized it. 

The Chairman. It could not very well He utilized in two places. 

Mr. Rowland. And it would be to the benefit of the community, 
whether the city developed the power or whether a private individ- 
ual does it. 

Mr. Robinson. In any event, that would be done under the laws 
of California. 

Mr. Rowland. And whether the city generates any power or not, 
it needs the reservoir site for municipal supply. 

The Chairman. And of course any development, as the gentle- 
man from* Arkansas suggests, would be absolutely under the control 
of the local authorities all the time. 

Mr. Gri'nsky. It must be. 

The Chairman. But you gentlemen, it seems to me, have not fuUv 
answered the argument that you are going to largely intc^rfere witK 
the use of that territory by the s^oneral public. 

Mr. Rowland. That is tlie fifth in(|uiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. I bog your pardon for getting into your line of 
inquiry. 

Mr. Rowland. It reads: 

Fifth. The future occupancy of the park 13 left indefinite by the grant. It should 
be stipulated that no restriction, either by or for the city, should ever be laid on the 
right of the i)eople to sight-see, fish, or camp anywhere in the park. 

Mr. Grunsky. The only regulation that it will be necessary to 
impose is that there shall be no pollution of the streams. There are 
reservoirs that supply waters to municipalities throughout our 
country east and west, and they are open to the public. In many 
cases the collecting grounds are open to the public. Many areas 
from which water is taken to-day are densely populated. In this 
case the territory has no inhabitants. We are in a unique con- 
dition. We want to keep that country open to the public. We want 
to encourage sight-seeing there, because it is a beautiful country to 
visit, and in a mountain area that is attractive, and under such regu- 
lations as may be imposed from time to time by the Secretary of the 
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Interior, or by any other government official who has the matter in 
charge, the use of that territory should remain available. 

The Chairman. Mr. Gnmsky, do you happen to be informed as to 
what use is made of the drainiage area of streams that supply New 
York and Boston with water? 

Mr. GrunskYj^ I am not fully conversant with that situation. 

The Chairman. Are they used to some extent by the public? 

Mr. Grunsky. They are used to some extent by the public; to a 
verv considerable extent. 

The Chairman. They are inhabited to some extent? 

Mr. Grunsky. They are inhabited areas to a large extent, and spe- 
cial police regulations are passed to provide for a suitable protection 
of these sources of supply. 

The, Chairman. In this case there would be no permanent habita- 
tion? 

Mr. Grunsky. That is impossible. 

The Chairman. The camping season is about two months? 

Mr. Grunsky. The camping season may be said to begin about 
July 1 and to extend to October 1. People can go into tne moun- 
tains earlier, and it varies with different seasons, and they can remain 
there later, although after the 1st of October there is always some 
risk of being caught in a snowstorm. 

The Chairman. A party entering at the earlier date you state 
would encounter some snow banks, and at the later period would be 
likely to be caught by snowstorms? 

Mr. Grunsky. Yes; I have visited the valley as early as the last 
week in June, and from the valley have then gone into the higher 
mountains and liave been the first over the mountain trails — the very 
first. 

The Chairman. You have been in the Yellowstone Park? 

Mr. Grunsky. Xo; I have never visited the Yellowstone Park. 

The Chairman. I believe the gentleman from Ohio has other 
questions. 

Mr. HowLAND. The sixth objection is: 

Sixth. The proposed exchange by the city of Hog Ranch, a grazing property of no 
scenic value, for parts of the Hetch Het(;hy Valley itself is prepodterous as a fair 
exchange of value, when the beauty and greater value of the Hetch Hetchy Valley is 
considered. 

Is that a valid aro^ument? 

Mr. Grunsky. The exchant^je shouUl not be compared in that way, 
because these lands which we are asking; the nation to errant to San 
Francisco are the marc^inal lands around the valley. The lands that 
are really attractive are privately own;Hl. This matter of an exchange 
is also somewhat misleadinof. T\v} citv should have come to vou and 
have asked to be granted the use of those lauds without anv such prop- 
osition of exchange; and San Francisco would undoubtedly have 
said, *'\Ye do not need these lands that we are compelled to take in 
connection with this other property we are buying, and because they 
lie so close to the forest reservation, grant the use to the public." 

The Chairman. Might not tlie Hog Ranch be more attractive under 
some other name? 

Mr. Grunsky. The Hog Ranch is a very desirable camping place, 
even under that name. 
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Mr. Manson. The suggestion has been made that it should be 
called by another name; but under any other name it would be Just 
as delightful a camping place, and I do not believe anyone goes mto 
that valley without camping there. 

The Chairman. It is considerably liigher? 

Mr. Manson. Yes. % 

The Chairman. Does the Hetch Hetchy get pretty warm in mid- 
summer? 

Mr. Manson. Only during the daytime. It is always cool at night. 
I have been there when it was QTuite warm in the middle of the day. 
The sun is reflected from the clins. 

The Chairman. Are those streams stocked with fish? 

Mr. Manson. They are naturally stocked with fish, sir. 

The Chairman. One who was going to fish would naturally go 
farther up the stream ? 

Mr. Manson. In any event. 

The Chairman. Does fishing from the stream interfere with the 
municipal water supply? 

Mr. Manson. Not the least bit. With regard to the regulations 
there seems to be a very magnified and unjust attempt made to make 
you beUeve that these clubs — for instance the Sierra Club, of which I 
am a member — are a gang of polluters; that they go up into these 
mountains and defile them. I know positively, and I have been in 
camp with the Sierra Club, that they are not a gang of that sort. 
They go up there, and whether they are in the watershed of the 
Tuolumne or the Merced or the Kern River, they take the greatest 
pai^ to see that their camping grounds are k^pt iLxceUent sanitary 
condition. 

The Chairman. But is not the club bringing in its own indictment 
here ? Over the signature of the club all these charges are made as to 
pollution. 

Mr. Manson. As a member of the club I wish to say that if thai 

{>art of the club wish to charge themselves with that, I can not de- 
end that. I have been out with them, and on that occasion I can 
defend them. Moreover, the regulations now prevailing in the 
Yosemite Valley itself are reasonably enforced, justly enforced, and 
are taken care of. Thousands and thousands of people go there 
every year. 

The Chairman. They have no reference, of course, to a mxmicipal 
water supply. 

Mr. Manson. Yes; it is used down below for various purposes — 
not municipal, but for irrigation. 

The Chairman. Pollution helps the water used for irrigation? 

Mr. Manson. Yes; but it would be used for farms and villages 
and for domestic supply; and even there the United States Govern- 
ment looks after it with the same care with which it looks after the 
preservation with much greater care than is taken in the preser- 
vation of the water supply of the city of Baltimore. In the Gun- 
powder River watershed^ in which I have been, there are more foul 
water-closets in that region, if the reports of their engineers are cor- 
rect, than should be allowed in a watershed used for water supply. 
The city of Boston draws its water supply from a region covered 
with farms and villages; the city of New York does the same, and it 
is now seeking to expend a large amount of money to decrease the 
amoimt of pollution, and the idea that the city of San Francisco 
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wishes to shut out the public from this great area of 582 square miles 
is absolutely absurd, ridiculous in the extreme. Even granting that 
the Sierra Club was multiplied by a thousandfold, and they went 
up in there and polluted this stream to the extent that these allega- 
tions would make one believe, it is a simple matter for vSan Fran- 
cisco to adopt the same precautions that other cities do. 

The Chairman. The gentleman recognizes that these charges that 
the use of the valley bv the city will very largely affect the use of the 
valley and the general territory by the public are made by a great 
many gentlemen of reputation and character and high standing in 
the community? 

;Mr. Manson. Yes. 

The Chairman. And that they have been flooding the committee 
with their suggestions and statements with regard to the matter, 
telegram and letter and newspaper article and magazine article, and 
that they have appealed to all of the various mountain-climbing and 
out-door clubs of tne country, and that most of them have protested 
against this contemplated action ? 

Mr. Manson. Yes; they have protested against it, some of them 
without having seen the area, led by enthusiasts who are not 
acquainted with the conditions, and many of them not taking care 
that their own water is clean. 

The Chairman. Are there any further questions that any gentle- 
man desires to ask? 

Mr. Olney. I want to make one statement in regard to the Sierra 
Club. The only document that I have seen that purports to give the 
authority of the Sierra Club is a protest which was contained in this 
brief that Mr. Howland has spoken of as emanating from the Sierra 
Club and certain other clubs. As a matter of fact, there are nine 
directors of the Sierra Club. Four of them have signed the protest 
against this. This matter was up before the Secretary of the Interior, 
and a telegram was sent to the Secretary by ex-Governor Pardee of 
California, the chief justice of California, the present mayor of San 
Francisco, and myself, as ex-mayor of the city of Oakland, protesting 
against the action of these four directors attempting to commit the 
cmb in opposition. 

The Chairman. A protest against a ])rotest ? 

Mr. Olney. Yes, protest against protest; that is just what it was. 
These gentlemen are speaking for themselves and for many members 
of the club; there is no doubt about that, and we are not claiming to 
speak for the club as an organization. The club was bom in my 
ojffice a good many years ago, and I have been connected with it ever 
since, and I speak of what I know. 

Mr. Howland. I am very glad to have had that statement. Do 
I tmderstand that every member of this committee received a copy 
of this brief? 

Mr. Ferris. I have not received one. 

The Chairman. I think every member has had one. 

Mr. Howland. They probably threw it in the wastebasket. 

Mr. Ferris. I did not. 

The Chairman. No; it is very beautiful and has probably been 
preserved by every member. 

Mr. Howland. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a letter to 
which I think the attention of the committee has already been called 
when we were all by ourselves, but I want to have our visitors know 
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about this letter, from a gentleman signing himself Caspar W. Hodg- 
son. Is that printed in the record in our previous hearings? 

Mr. French. Yes; it is printed at page 206 of the record. 

Mr. HowLAND. If it is printed, nevertheless I want to call the 
attention of our visitors to it. 

Mr. Olney. It is in the record. I have read it. 

Mr. Rowland. He says: 

I am a citizen of California, of which I am proud. I am also a citizen of San Fran- 
cisco, of which I am not so proud. I have spent days in the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
I also know Hog Ranch. I leel, therefore, that I have a right to make this appeal. 

I know San rrancisco's methods of graft like a book, and I don't believe she will 
ever reform. In fact, I think most of her people believe in graft, the only crime being 
in getting caught. It will take them just about three years to forget the present 
Heney prosecutions. In fact, if I am correctly informed, they are getting busy 
already, and commercial interests are anxious to secure a great water power mrougn 
the agency of the city and under the guise of water supply. It certainly isn't wat^r 
they want, for they have fourteen different sources of supply available. 

Now, I do not care to read more of this, but I want to know who 
this gentleman is and why he addressed this letter to this committee. 

Mr. Long. I never heard the name, but I would be almost willing 
to swear that it is written by a man by the name of Dunn. 

Mr. HowLAND. It is signed ^X'aspar W. Hodgson." 

Mr. Long. Yes; but it sounds exactly like this man, and if it is 
not written by that man who offered his services to the city and to 
the Spring Valley and was rebuffed — if it is not Mr. Dunn — I am 
very nuich surprised. 

Mr. HowLAND. It is written on the letter head of the World Book 
Company, Caspar Hodgson, manager. The letter is dated Yonkers, 
N. Y., January 2, 1909. 

Doctor GiAXNiNi. That letter certainly indicates that the man 
who wrote it is sufferhig from monomania and should be sent to an 
asylum. 

The CiiAiHMAN. He docs not write from Sail Francisco. 

Mr. HowLAND. No; he writes from Yonkers. 

Mr. Ferris. Before this hearing closes up, I would like to request 
that Mr. Iiinglebriirht give us a good, clear statement from that side 
as to the other water su|)plies available. 

Mr. Gronna. I would like to hear from Mr. Englebright as to the 
other sources of water supply 

The Chairman. Before Mr. Englebright does that, I would like to 
know whether the gentleman from Ohio has pursued his line of 
inquiry as far as he desires to. 

Mr. HowLAND. The visitors present have not informed me as to 
whether they know who that gentleman is who wrote that letter. 

Mr. GiANNiNi. We do not. ^ 

Mr. I^ONG. We never heard of him. 

Mr. Maxson. I never heard of him, and I do not care if I never 
hear of him again. 

Mr. HowLAND. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman. It does not speak very well for a man to Ubel his 
town as that gentleman does, at any rate. 

Mr. Long. Even if it were true, wliich we insist it is not. 

Mr. PiiELAN. We have extirpated graft. It was probably in 
there, before he left the town. 
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The Chairman. Mr. Englebright, the members of the committee 
would be pleased to hear from you if you care to make any state- 
ment in regard to this matter in a general way or in your own way. 
You represent the Iletch Hetchy, as I understand it. T presume 
you get no votes out of that valley. 

STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM F. ENGLEBRIGHT, A REPRE- 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. Englebright. I represent Tuolumne County. Some gentle- 
man here made some statements about water companies in my 
county the other day. So far as this proposition is concerne<l, I have 
only appeared before this committee practically to present to the 
committee two amendments. One was regarding the construction of 
trails and roads that would be destroyed by the construction of the 
dams that would make the reservoirs and the other was as to the 
point of diversion of the water which the people of Tuolunme County 
are insisting should be fixed. The amendment that I ofFi^red in 
regard to that fixed the point at exactly where the plans of the city engi- 
neers of San Francisco fix it. I filed, yesterday, a telegram here which 
showed the sentiment of the people of Tuolunme County in regard to 
that point. Outside of those two points I have not ])reseiited any- 
thing:. 

Mr. FerkiS. I wish you would repeat about what that telegram 
was. • Unfortunately I was not hor? yesterday. 

Mr. Englebright. Have you that tele<;Tam, Mr. Chairman^ 

The Chairman. Yes. Mr. Engl.^bright asked that the telegram 
be read, but we had so nnich on hand that it was not read. \V( have 
the telei»rani. however. 

The Chairman. Ihc telegram, as I understand it, simph^ confirms 
the position already taken ^ 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

The Chairman. As to the point of diversion at or near the mouth 
of Jawlume Cieok^ 

Mr. FLnglebright. Yes. 

Mr. Olney. It asked you to use your best endeavors to have per- 
"mission granted to the city. 

The Chairman. This is the telegram: 

SoNORA, ('al., January 15. 
Hon. \V. F. Englebright, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

At a mass meeting of the citizens of Tuolumne County held at Sonora under the 
auspices of the chamber of commerce, January 14, the following resolution was unani- 
mously adopted: 

Resolved, That the people of Tuolumne County are heartily in favor of the city of 
San Francisco and the bay communities obtaining their supply of water from Lake 
Eleanor and Hetch Iletchy Valley ; but we indorse the action of Congressman Engle- 
bright in the House of Reprepentatives and Senator J. B. Curtin in the state senate in 
demanding that the intake of the water be above the mining belt and emphatically 
indorse the amendment by Congressman Englebright as follows: ^^ Provided further, 
That the water stored in such reservoirs that is to be used for domestic purposes should 
be diverted from the Tuolumne River at a point at or above a point 1 mile below the 
confluence of Jawbone Creek with the Tuolumne River. " That the diversion of such 
water at any point below will paralyze all mining in Tuolumne County and render 
worthless millions of dollars' worth of property. 

Tuolumne County Chamber of Commerce, 
By Charles H. Segerstrom. 
Attest: 

Rowan Hardin, Secretary. 
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Mr. Englebrigiit. As I say, I htive made no study of tlio subject 
of the supply waters for San Francisco. It has been none of my 
business heretofore, and Hving 150 miles away from San Francisco 
we generally allow them to attend to their own business; so that as 
to a large amount of the matters talked about in this I have only 
merely general information and no details. I do not think I have 
ever been to a single reservoir of the Spring Valley Water Company, 
and all I know about them is what I have read in statements of other 
people. 

Tiie Chairman. What knowledge have you of the various Sierra 
sources that have been referred to at one time or another as possible 
sources of water supply for San Francisco? 

Mr. Englebright. My knowledge of that is general. The Sierra 
Nevadas are a long range of mountains following up the east line of 
the State. By railroad I live 166 miles from San Francisco. The 
distance is shorter in a direct line. For a great many years — fifteen 
years — I was superintendent of the Nevada division of the South 
Yuba River Water Company, that had large water properties in Nevada 
and Placer counties. Mr. Gallow^ay, who is here, w-as connected wdth 
the Central California Electric Company, which was controlled by the 
same people. The stock of that company was owned entirely in the 
East, no stock of it being owned on the Pacific coast whatever. The 
water supply of that company w^as obtained from the Vatershed of 
the South I uba River and a little from the watershed of the American 
River. We kept up a regular supply of water of about 7,000 miner's 
inches of water, which would correspond to about 112,000,000 gallons 
a day. The properties that Mr. McCutcheon refers to are situated 
partly on the watershed of the South Yuba River and partly on the 
watershed of the Middle Yuba River. There were originally three 
large hydraulic mining companies there, known as the North Bloom- 
field Company, the Eureka Lake Company, and the Milton Company. 
The Nortn Bloomfield Company's largest reservoir is one known as 
Beaumont Dam. I think the dam is 90 feet high. I have no accu- 
rate figures on it. I always understood that the reservoir had a 
capacity of about 500,000 24-hour miner's inches, which would corre- 
spond to about 25,000 acre-feet. That company, I always understood,' 
kept up a water supply, and I have no reason to doubt but what they 
can, as Mr. McCutcheon stated it, of from 2,500 to 3,000 miner's 
inches a day, which would correspond to about 40,000,000 to 50,000,00 
gallons a day. 

Then there w^as the Eureka Lake Company, which also had lai^e 
lakes. The Milton Company had some lafees, one very large one, but 
a number of years ago the dam broke and it is not now a lake, only a 
site. 

I always ga\^ those three companies credit for having a larger 
water supply than the company 1 was with. 

Mr. Galloway, in speaking of the Middle Yuba River and the 
power plants of the California Electric Company, was just a trifle 
mixed. Their plants in that section are on the North Yuba River 
and on the South Yuba River. There are no electric plants on the 
Middle Yuba River except a small plant connected with a mining 
company. 

Mr. Galloway. You are correct. If I conveyed that impression, 
it was wrong. There are no plants on the middle fork. 
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Mr. McCxTTCHEON. In addition to the reservoirs that have actually 
been constructed, are there any other available reser\'^oir sites in the 
same locality in which other additional water could be impounded? 
I speak now of these hydraulic mining companies. 

Mr. Englebright. iJndoubtedly there are. It is only a matter 
of expense, constructing reservoirs. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Will you state whether, from vour knowledge 
of the locality and the precipitation and the snowfall there, there is 
ample supply of water to ful other reservoirs in addition to those 
that have already been used ? 

Mr. Englebright. Ilndoubtodlv there is. 

Mr. McCi:tcheon. From your knowledge of the situation would 
you say that the estimate that 200,000,000 gallons per day could be 
permanently supplied from that source is an exaggeration? 

Mr. Englebright. You mean from the 

Mr. McCutcheon. From the reservoirs and the other rcvservoir 
sites available in that locality? 

Mr. Englebright. I think that is a little strong. 

Mr. McCutcheon. How much too strong? 

Mr. Englebright. When I say that, I mean it is strong when you 
confine yourself to the territory that is up high in the mountains 
where the water would be kept clear. (>f course if you go down the 
stream you have unlimited q^uantities. 

Mr. McCltcheon. What is the character of the country where 
these reservoirs are located ? 

Mr. Englebright. It is the usual mountain country. 

Mr. McCutcheon. A granitic country, is it not? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. What is the character of the water gathered 
there? 

Mr. Englebright. It is snow water. 

The Chairman. What was the price asked for the rights that are 
now under discussion? 

Mr. Englebright. I do not know. I have never had any business 
relations with that company. 

The Chairman. Does anybody here know what price is asked for 
those rights? 

Mr. Long. May I ask Mr. Englebright one question? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

Mr. Long. Are any of these waters now in use? 

Mr. Englebright. They are partially in use. 

Mr. Long. Are there not a great many previous claims as to water 
rights by other companies? 

Mr. Englebright. Those rights were fought out. 

Mr. Long. Are there not conflicting rights below what might be 
the point of diversion? 

Mr. Englebright. Not with these particular companies. 

Mr. Long. Not with these particular companies? 
. Mr. Englebright. No; because they are all old companies, and 
they had their litigation vears ago. 

The Chairman. For what purposes are those companies now using 
this water? 

Mr. Engf.ebright. Partly for power for quartz mining, and there 
is a trifle of irrigation or something of that kind, ^j 



376 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIK. 

The Chairman. Othei'wase the water is not being utilized? 

Mr. Englebright. No. 

The ('hairman. I am again constrained to make* a suggestion in 
regard to the laws of CaUfornia that allow a company to hold a vast 
amount of water rights without using the water. 

Mr. M ANSON. It has been used by the power companies and mining 
companies, and the water has been used for years by the Eureka 
Water Company, supplying people around Smartsville for light, irri- 
gation, and other purposes. 

Mr. Englebright. The Excelsior Company is another company 
that takes water to Smartsville? 

Mr. Manson. Yes; that is the name of the company. 

Mr. Englebright. It is storage water and the people can not get 
it unless they see fit to give it to them. 

Mr. Manson. Pi'om the Bowman reservoir. 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

Mr. Olney. I should like to ask what would be the distance from 
San Francisco ? 

Mr. Manson. I can not answer that. 

Mr. Englebright. I said 166 miles. It would be about 180 miles 
to San Francisco from these reservoirs. 

The Cfiairman. Through what kind of a country? 

Mr. Englebright. It is first through the foothills, and then across 
the Sacramento Vallev. 

The Chairman. How far through the foothills? 

Mr. Englebright. It is probably about 40 miles. 

The Chairman. It it rather a rough country? 

Mr. Englebright. Not so very rough. 

Mr. Long. Would you not have to cross the straits at ('arquines ? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes; or else cross the Sacramento River 
higher up. 

ilr. Long. And the Sacramento River is exposed to these freshets 
throughout the winter. \w other words, it would be a dangerous 
and uncertain i ire line, would it not? 

Mr. Englehrkuit. It would depend on how you built it and how 
much money you ])ut into it. 

The CIIAIRMA^^ It could be ])uilt? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

Mr. Phelan. You intimated that if the point of divei^sion was low- 
down it would A^eld in that event only a small quantity of water. 

Mr. P]nglebright. I think that Air. McCutcheon's figures are a 
Uttle high- 200,000,000 gallons a day. 

Mr. riiELAN. Unless the ])oint of diversion was so low that the 
w-ater would be subject to contamination? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. There would be no trouble at all for him 
to gather 100,000,000 gallons a day. 

The Chairman. At those points? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

The Chairman. IIow would the taking of 100,000,000 gallons from 
the point where it is now reservoired, or from some available pouit 
below, affect the lower Yuba as to present uses'? Is the water now- 
utilized for irrigation — the lower Yuba? 

Mr. Englebright. No. 

The Chairman. Is it utilized for mining? 



SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOIR. 377 

Mr. Englebright. It is used for nothing. The only use is on the 
North Yuba and the South Yuba. The North Yu6a is used for 
power and some Irrigation. The Middle Yuba is practically unused 
at all, except by a single mining com])any. 

The Chairman. It is not available for irrigation, then? 

Mr. Englebright. Not at the present time. It woidd be if canals 
were constructed. 

The Chairman. Is there territory adjacent to that, which requires 
irrigation ? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes, there is. It has simply never been built 
on account of the expense. 

Mr. Smith. They raise crops generally without irrigation in that 
part of the State? 

The Chairman. The irrigation from the Yuba would bo in the 
valley of the Sacramento? 

Mr. Englebgight. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. That is in the main valley i 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. 

Mr. Olney. Irrigation works are being planned for the entire 
valley of the Sacramento at the present time, except that which is 
called tule land — overflowed. 

The Chairman. Mr. Ciiimsky, in the report made by your com- 
mittee on the various sources of water supply did you estimate the 
cost of the various projects; did you go far enough to determine, 
for instance, how much it would cost to bring in the supply from 
the Yuba providing it was obtained ? 

Mr. Grunsky. We did investigate tlie cost of those projects. 

The Chairman. Are they in the report? 

ilr. Grunsky. They are in the reports that are now before this 
committee, so that a general idea is given. But also statements are 
made with reference to the difficulties to be overcome and the risks 
involved in bringing it in from the various areas. 

The Chairman. Yes; I realize that, but did you determine, and 
if you did determine, have you set out in your repoit the relative 
estimated costs of these various projects^ 

Mr. Grunsky. Those are given in a way sucli as to be availa}>le as 
a basis for comparison. 

Mr. McC^utcheon. There is nothing in your report with reference 
to the supply from the Middle or South Yuba? 

Mr. Grunsky. The Yuba supply that was specificalh' before us 
related specifically to the other branch of the Yuba. 

Mr. McCutcheon. The North Yuba? 

Mr. Grunsky. The North Yuba; and the situation with refer- 
ence to the transportation to San Francisco, and the difiiculties to 
be overcome, the crossing of the Straits of Karquines, are the same. 

The Chairman. Where are they? 

Mr. Grunsky. They are the straits that connect Suisun Bay with 
San Pablo Bay, both being branches of San Francisco Bav. 

The Chairman. It is necessary to cross those straits with that sup- 
ply from the Yuba? 

Mr. Grunsky. It would be, except by a very circuitous route the 
water was carried around the southern end of San Francisco Bay to 
San Francisco. 
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The Chairman. How many of those suggested sources of water 
supply in the Sierras are so situated that the water would have to be 
brought across the straits; practically all of them? ' 

Mr. Grunsky. Practically all, from the American River north- 
ward. If the American River and the Cosumnes River were utilized, 
it would be possible to reach San Francisco without crossing Car- 
quines Straits. 

The Chairman. You consider the crossing of the Carquines Straits 
is a very doubtful matter? 

Mr. (jRUNSKY. It is very doubtful. It would have to be under- 
taken at a risk. 

Mr. Galloway. If you will allow me, I had .occasion at one time 
to look out for the carrying of power wires across the Straits of Kar- 
quines. That was in 1900. We investigated the question of whether 
we could lay cables underneath the straits or whether wo must go to 
the expense of putting up high towers and hanging the wires above 
the navigation of th ? straits. It was a question of economy, and we 
went into it very thoroughly. You understand that the Straits of 
Karquines carry the output of the two largest rivers in California. 
The straits are about three-quarters of a mile wide in the widest place, 
and vary from 100 to 120 feet deep at the narrowest crossing, and the 
river runs through there at times at the rate of 4 to 6 miles an hour. 
It is a tidal estuarv. After our investigation we deemed it practi- 
cally impossible to lay cables on the bed of that stream, and for that 
reason we built high towers on the adjacent banks and strung the 
wires through the air. 

Mr. Smith. What is the idea of coming down on the west side? 
Why not come down on the east side? 

^Ir. Galloavay. That is a long distance. 

Mr. Smith. It can not be longer down the east bank than the w^est 
bank. 

Mr. Galloway. It is a question of going around through Stockton, 
40 miles. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Would you advocate a scheme of going aroimd 
to the west instead of going east of San Francisco Bay ? 

Mr. Galloway. No, sir; but if it came to the question of bringiiig 
in the water of the Yuba River instead of making the shorter route — 
I am speaking now^ in a general way, no engineer has investigated 
the thing — it would be better for vou to go around by Stockton, 
although it is forty or fifty miles farther, and cross the Altaniont 
Summit, than to cross Karquines Straits. The railroad has never 
even built a bridge there. 

Mr. Olney. You would then bring the pipe line dowTi to the same 
route that the river runs to reach San Francisco. 

Mr. Galloway. It comes to the same place, and the Bav Cities 
Water Company had the same scheme; and one thing that 1 would 
like to impress on the gentlemen here, now that I have a chance to 
speak once more for a moment, is that any feasible scheme to bring 
water into San Francisco necessarily means the development of 
electric powder to lift the water over the Altamont Summit. Y'ou 
must lift that water from the valley over the summit, and to do that 
you must develop electric power in the mountains where the water 
drops from the elevation, carry that electric power across the valley 
on wires, and use pumps to lift the water over the Altamont Summit, 
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because it is not feasible to send that water across and force it over 
the summit. So that those difficulties are simplv multiplied. The 
farther up the mountains you go the difficulties multiply and multiply. 

Mr. Olney. Mr. Englebright estimated the distance by the rail- 
road from San Francisco of this reservoir, and stated it at 180 miles. 
I will ask you what in your opinion would be the length of the pipe 
line if you followed the route mdicated by its running down the east 
side of the Sacramento to where the Tuolumne line would be crossed? 

Mr. Galloway. I do not think Mr. Englebright's statement was 
heard correctly. Mr. Englebright simply said that by railroad they 
are nearer. \v^as not that it? 

Mr. Englebrioht. Yes. 

Mr. Galloway. It was a certain distance, and bj the pipe line it 
might be more. I do not think anyone has gone mto that subjects 

Mr. Englebright. I did not say it would be more. 

The Chairman. Who can answer that? 

Mr. Galloway. Supposing we went around by Stockton from the 
Yuba River, I should say that that distance would be at least 230 
miles. 

Mr. Grunsky. It would be somewhere in the neighborhood of 200 
miles. I want to say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
that I am here to-dav as a citizen of California and a resident of San 
Francisco, temporarily in the East, and that I am at the present time 
not in the employ of San Francisco or in the employ of the Spring 
Valley Water Company, and I am before the committee rather 
unexpectedly because it was not the business of this hearing that 
brought me to Washington; and if I have been of any service to the 
committee I shall be gratified. 

The Chairman. You have been, and we thank you for coming, 
very much. Now, the gentleman from California, Air. Englebright. 

Mr. Englebright. Mr. Chairman, you are a little mixed in refer- 
ence to this matter of carrying water. I think you are all at sea. 
I think if you will look it up, you will find that the engineers of San 
Francisco have made favorable reports on numerous propositions. 
For instance, they talked about building a line to bring water from 
Lake Tahoe, farther off than any of these areas proposed. 

Mr. Long. Would that interfere with the rights of the Nevada 
residents? 

Mr. Englebright. That is not what I am talking about. 

Mr. Long. We all realize that it is out of the range. 

Mr. Englebright. The engineers of San Francisco investigated 
that matter of bringing water from the North Yuba. San Francisco 
spent 816,000 in surveying it. 

The Chairman. The South Yuba? 

Mr. Englebright. The North Yuba. I remember making a trip 
with the supervisors of San Francisco to Lake Tahoe, and Mr. Grunsky 
was along, and thev thought that was one of the most feasible propo- 
sitions in the worlcl, at that time. 

The Chairman. The North Yuba? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. That is the only way I have been looking 
at this. Of course it was none of my business. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. How about the American River? Are there 
any storage capacities on the American River above* the area of 
pollution? 
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Mr. Englebrioht. If you build dams. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Are there possibilities of building dams on the 
American River? 

Mr. Englebrioht. It is simply a matter of money. 

The Chairman. We realize tnat; but unless you have a dam site the 
cost of impounding water is so tremendously great as to be prohib- 
itive. Are there dam sites on the American River? 

Mr. Englebright. May it please this committee, when you talk 
about building dams 1 50 feet high, there is no trouble in finding reser- 
voir sites. 

The Chafrman. I realize that you may build a dam 150 feet high 
and yet not back the water up over a half a mile, and then only back 
it into a narrow canyon. On the other hand, you may build a much 
lower dam and have a natural reservoir site that gives you an enor- 
mous amount of conservation. 

Mr. Long. Are you in favor of the committee recommending this 
grant? 

The C^HAiRMAN. You need not answer that question, Mr. Engle- 
bright. 

Mr. IjOXG. Pardon me; the gentleman can inform the committee 
in regard to that. 

The Chairman. The committee at this time desired to secure some 
information from Mr. Englebright as to the various sources in the 
Sierras. 

Mr. Englebright. The proposition is, when reservoirs are to be 
constructed it depends entirely upon the purpose for which the 
reservoir is to be constructed as to what value the water has. As 
an irrigation proposition you can not afford to construct reservoirs 
at an expense as large as you would incur for the construction of a 
reservoir for domestic purposes, because in one case the water is 
worth a whole lot more than in the other case. 

The Chairman. Even in that case it depends entirely on the value 
of the water for irrigation. 

Mr. Englebright. Yes; when you are figuring on the construction 
of reservoirs or the construction of any water works you have got 
to take the whole thing into consideration before you can say it is a 
good reservoir site or not. 

Mr. McCirrcHEON. Is it not a fact that the Sierra Nevada Moun- 
tains, particularly from the Stanislaus River north, are literally full 
of available reservoir sites? 

Mr. Englebright. To a greater or less extent, yes. It would 
be a matter of liow you figured, and what the cost would be. 

Mr. Hamilton. \Voukl there be sufficient reservoir sites here for 
the furnishing of an abundant supply of water to a cit}" like San 
Francisco ? 

ilr. Englebright. I do not think there would be any trouble about 
the reservoir sites to supply San Francisco up in the mount aini if you 
can afford to sro to the expense of getting it, whereas for irrigation 
you can not afford to go to that expense. 

The Chairman. Some of them would be very expensive? 

Mr. Englebright. Yes. • 

Mr. Manson. Do you know of the erection of any such reserv'oirs 
anywhere in the Sierras that are not now owned by corporations or 
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private individuals, so that they would have to be acquired at great 
cost? 

Mr. Englebright. You answer that question. 

Mr. Manson. There are none that I know of, and I believe I know 
those basins as well as anybody. I have traveled more than 10,000 
miles on the west slope of the Sierras, and there is not, in my opinion, 
a single one. 

Mr. Phelan. The gentleman says that San Francisco can afford to 
bring water in. I would like to get it in the record that San Francisco 
is limited by law to 15 per cent of the value of their property, and 
our whole capacity for borrowing monev now is $16,000,000, and we 
have authorized large bond issues for tKe construction of our sewers 
and streets and public buildings which were destroyed by the earth- 
quake; so that we are not in a position to be generous, and any saving 
we make by getting this supply from the Government will be a saving 
absolutely necessary in order that they could undertake to construct 
a waterworks that would cost $40,000,000, the estimated cost of 
bringing this water to San Francisco; and then we will have to 
abandon much of our public works, made necessaiy by the fire, in 
order to bring the water in, which we are willing to ^o, as it is a 
prime necessity. 

ABGUMENT OF EDWARD J. McCTTTCHEOIT, ESQ., REPRESENTING 

THE SPRING VALLEY WATER COMPANY. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. There has been a good deal of discussion this 
morning as to the necessity of this supply to San Francisco. I think 
I fairly state the position of the gentlemen who have appeared in 
support of this application when I say that it now appears before the 
committee that this supply is by no means indispensable to San 
Francisco. To show that the impression has heretofore prevailed 
that San Francisco could not get along without it, I want to call the 
attention of the membei*s of the committer to portions of the record, 
and particularly the portions of the record filed here by the repre- 
sentatives of San Francisco. On page 147 of the pampbbt entitled 
''Reports on the Water Supplies of San Francisco, 1900 to 1908, 
inclusive," is set forth an opinion from the Department of Justice 
under date of October 28, 1905. The opinion is by Mr. Purdy, 
Acting Attorney-General. It is addressed to the President, by the 
way. In this he says : 

The President: 

Sir: I have the honor to ackiiowlpdiro receipt, by reference from you, of communica- 
tion from Mr. Percy V. Loni;, at tome v for the citv of San l^^rancisco, concerninsr the 
denial of the Secretary of the Interior of the application of the city for wat€»r rights 
on Lake Eleanor and the Tuolumne River within the Yosemite National Park. The 
city attempt? to show that at this place is to be found its only feasible supj)ly of fresh 
water sufficient to meet its present and immediately future necessities for city purposes. 

What was the showinsj made to the Attorney-General upon which 
that statement was based I am una])le to say. Suffice it to sav, there 
is no paper set forth in this record which warrants tlie statement by 
the Attorney-General that this was the only feasible supply for San 
Francisco. 

Mr. HowLAND. But he does not sav that, does he? 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. He sa\^s this, Mr. Howland, that the city 
'^attempts to show." 

Mr. Howland. Attempts to show ; yes. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Attempts to show. Now, I say what the 
attempt on the part of the city to make that showing was I do not 
know. There is nothing in this record that even squints at anytliing 
of that kind. 

The Chairman. Neither was there anything in the decision that 
w^as in any way affected by any showing made by the city, because 
all that Judge Purdy said was that the Government had a right to 
grant or decline to graivt this right. 

Mr. McCutcheon. All that I have to say as to that is that it must 
have had some weight with the Attorney-General or he would not 
have emphasized it. It must have been on the assumption that San 
Francisco was dependent on this water and that unless it got this 
water it would probably go dry. 

The Chairman. He said, on the contrary, that the Secretary could 
do either one thing or the other, as he saw fit, and he did not pretend 
to suggest which the Secretary ought to do — what his decision should 
be. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. I do not pretend to say that he attempted to 
bind the Secretary at all; but I am endeavoring to develop what 
has been the course of San Francisco in regard to this application, 
so far as attempting to show that the city was absolutely dependent 
upon this particular source. 

After the opinion of the Attorney-General, the Secretary of the 
Interior, on a visit to San Francisco, gave audience to the representa- 
tives of the city, in order to enable them to present its case with 
reference to the matter then in hand. Mr. Phelan was then one 
of the spokesmen for the city, and he made this statement: 

Providing the Interior Department grants the rights of way, San Francisco would 
then be in a position to consider that source available. It is the intention of the city 
to appoint engineers who will examine carefully all available sources. 

And at the hearing Mr. Manson said: 

Moreover, it does not deprive the city of taking advantage, as Mr. Phelan has ex- 
plained, of any better source that may be offered. 

Now, admittedly and confessedly, no attempt has been made by 
the city of San Francisco, since this permission was granted by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to learn through reports of engineers 
whether this was the only available source of supply. I say, and I 
say it advisedly, Mr. Chairman, the city of San Francisco has not 
considered any other source of supply since this application was 
granted and has not appointed a board of en^neers or any engineer 
to consider this and other sources of supply. In answ^er to Mr. 
Phelan's suggestion that C. D. Marx and Desmond Fit^erald have 
as a board of engineers considered those questions, I challenge 
proof of it. I undertake to say that there is no foundation for that 
statement. I do not say that offensively. I undertake to say that 
no request has ever been made of C. D. Marx and Desmond Fitz- 
gerald, or either of them, to consider any other source of supplv or 
to advise San Francisco whether or not another source of supply is 
available. 
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The Chairman. That is, since this application to the Secretary and 
aince the right was granted? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; or at any other time. 

The Chairman. That simply indicates that the city is very well 
satisfied with this particular source. Why should the city investi- 
gate , if the city is very well satisfied with what it has or hopes to 
secure ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Possibly not. 

Mr. Galloway. We had already made an investigation through 
Mr. Grunsky. 

Mr. Phelan. These two other engineers verified our investiga- 
tions as to the Hetch Hetchy alone. 

The Chairman. I think it scarcely necessarv to elaborate that 
point, because I do not think the committee will consider that very 
iin{>ortanty whether any investigation has been made since. It is 
an important matter whether the city has at some time investigated 
the question of various sources, to determine to the satisfaction of 
those who have investigated and the authorities of the city of San 
Francisco that this is the best available supply, if they can get it. 

Mr. Manson. Mr. Chairman, in order just to shorten that particu- 
lar point, I think that one of the engineers, at least, was generaHy 
familiar with the region which Mr. McCutcheon speaks of; but the 
president of the Spring Valley Company had no interests in that region, 
so far as I know; certainly so far as San Francisco's necessities are 
oonoemed. I do not believe, and I state it advisedly, that the Spring 
Yalley Company has ever made any offer of the sort that he speaks 
of, has ever brought the city's attention to it except in a way that 
said that the^ had an option that they would offer at some time to 
the city, and it has never been offered so far as I know, and I do not 
know that the Spring Valley Company or the stockholders have any 
interest, outside of one or two of the directors. 

The Chairman. That is immaterial. It does not make any differ- 
ence, so far as this committee is concerned, whether they have offered 
this source or not. It is a matter before the committee to be coj>- 
sidered whether there are other available sources and whether that 
matter has been investigated. ^ 

Mr. McCutcheon. I want to make a suggestion in answer to the 
claim that one of the city's engineers — namely, Mr. Manson — ^wae 
entirely familiar wth this territory of which 1 have spoken. Mr. 
Manson told vou the other day that the water furnished by the 
supplies of which I have spoken was taken to Grass Vallev and 
Nevada City — and, if you will refer to the record, you will fina I am 
correct — and yet the fact is that not a drop of it goes within 20 mites 
of Grass Valley or Nevada City. 

Mr. Manson. I confused that temporarily with the South River 
Canal Company; they were all up in one group of water suppUes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I am simply stating to you the facts. I do 
not know what is passing through the mind of Mr. Manson, but I am 
giving vou physical facts with reference to which you can satisfy your- 
selves by referring to a school boy's geography. 

The Chairman. Let me make this suggestion with regard to the 
other sources of water supply. I know the committee wants to give 
you all the time necessary to answer what has been stated, but the 
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only question of importance for consideration by the committee in 
connection with this matter — and that is a question of some import- 
ance — is not what some one may have said or thought with regard to 
other sources of water supply, but as to whether or not there are 
other available sources of water supply as satisfactory and in as close 

Eroximity and all that sort of thing. We have assumed that the city 
as investigated the question of various sources of water supply. 
Colonel Mondell made an investigation and later investigations nave 
been made. Of course if the gentleman can make it very clear to the 
committee that there are other Sierra sources, or other sources quite 
as available or readily available — available within reasonable cost — 
and of good quality, that might affect the action of the committee, 
though as a matter of fact the right to use this valley has already been 
granted by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. So far as being able to satisfy the committee 
that other sources can be availed of as cheaply, those are questions 
that in the nature of things can only be determined by a board of 
engineers. That goes without saying. 

The Chairman. At least two general investigations have been made 
reasonably thorough, have they not? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I do not want to question the thoroughness of 
the investigation, but I do not think that any supply has ever been 
investigated except this Hetch Hetchy supply. 1 do not think thai 
surveys have been made or that plans have been made. In other 
words. I do not think that with all the data available to-day — I 
appeal to the record to bear me out on that and I am getting this all 
from the other side — there are any data that would enable a board 
of engineers to pass intelligently upon the question. For instance, 
Professor Marx, who is one of the engineers who was called upon by 
the city to advise them with reference to this Hetch Hetchy matter, 
said within eighteen months, in an address delivered by him before 
the Commonwealth Club of San Francisco — I am quite sure it was 
within that time and I undertake to say that Professor Marx has 
made only a very slight examination of any Sierra source since that 
time, and that examination was of Hetch Hetchy — 

It can not be eaid that the j^ysical data now available are such as to admit of a 
reliable comparison of the relative values of the various sources of water supply for 
San Francisco from the Sierras. 

The Chairman. From whom are you quoting? 

Mr. McCuTCUEON. Professor Marx, one of their own engineers. 

The Chairman. Now, that is getting down to brass taclss. That is 
something Hke. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. That was before he visited these sites. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. What site did he visit? Where is your report? 
Where is there anything to show that Professor Marx ever saw any 
other source of supply, that he ever went to any other part of the 
Sierras, except to netch Hetchy? I say there is no such showing. 

The Chairman. Will you permit me a moment? Mr. Gninsl^ is 
quite familiar with the various sources of supply. Mr. Manson is 
quite familiar with the various sources of supply, and Colonel Mendell 
was quite familiar with them. There are three eminent engineers. 
They have gone over the subject quite thoroughly. 
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Mr. McOuTCHEON. But Colonel Mendell never reported in favor 
of Hetch Iletchy. If the chairman is laboring under that impression, 
it is erroneous. 

Mr. Phelan. Colonel Mendell was president of the board of public 
works in my time which recommended the Hetch Hetchy as the most 
available source of water supply. 

Mr. McCtrrcHEON. Where is that record? 

Mr. Manson. I can state as to that. I was associated with him 
at that time. That is a part of the record forwarded with the report 
of Mr. Giainsky to the board of supervisors recommending the adop- 
tion of the documents and recommendations made in Mr. Grunsky's 
report. Moreover, knowing in general the region that Mr. McCutch- 
eon is talking about, if I had as an engineer the simple fact in my 
possession and knowledge that the source we are seeking is where it 
IS and what it is, knowing just simply by inspection, I can answer 
as an engineer that there is no other source comparable to it in two 
particular lines. 

The Chairman. That is not it. 

Mr. Smith. We do not want that. We have heard that a number 
of times and it does not go to the point of the controversy at all. 
Let us hear Mr. McCutcheon and get through, some time. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I have called your attention to the statement of 
Professor Marx. Mr. Grunsky, for whom I have a great deal of respect, 
says, and I quote now from this paper which has been filed here: 

In the case of San Francisco there is no single source of supply so preeminently 
available that it could without question rule out others from comparison. 

The Chairman. Who is this? 

Mr. McCutcheon. This is Mr. Grunsk}'. This is a part of the 
report on file here. These gentlemen seek to give you the impression 
that unless you grant this application made by San Francisco her 
people will go dry and her progress will come to an end. I have not 
the right to speak for the associations of nature lovers, and do not 
claim that right. But let me ask you, suppose there were no Hetch 
Hetchy but there was a Yosemite, and these gentlemen were to come 
to you and say — with the conditions in the northern part of Cali- 
fornia from the Tuolumne River north prevailinjr as tliey are to-day — 
that unless you gave the city the right to use Yosemite it would not 
develop, its progress would be arrested, and it would go dry. You 
would naturally say that with all these other sources of supply 
apparently or possibly available you would at least take time to 
investigate the question particularly if you were not furnished with a 
report of engineers making a comparison of the various sources of 
supply. The claim that tliis is the only available source is simply 
ridiculous. I am not an engineer, but it is simply ridiculous for any 
one to stand and contend before this committee that there are not at 
least six or seven sources of supply in the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
from which San Francisco can obtain water. 

It is a country of torrential rains, and in the wet season I do not 
think it is an exaggeration to say that thousands and thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of cubic feet of the purest water that 
ever fell flows to the sea and is not used for any purpose. It is 
almost incredible, that anybody who has any familiarity w^th the 
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situation can say that the city of San Francisco is dependent upon 
this one source of supply. 

It was sug;gested here that there were certain engineering diflBcul- 
ties. Mr. Gallow^ay spoke of the difficulty of crossing Carquinez 
Strait. I can remember, as can all of tlie gentlemen from San 
Francisco who are here, that only a few years ago it was assumed 
that Lake Tahoe, which bv rail is something like 240 or 250 miles 
from San Francisco, was tne logical, natural, and feasible source of 
water supply for San Francisco. 

Mr. Galloway. Where did you get your information? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I say we can all remember when that wa3 
common talk. 

Mr. Galloway. In the newspapers. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Well, in tne newspapers and in commercial 
bodies. I do not know that it makes it any the less information 
because it was in newspapers; but I say that it seems to have been 
taken as true. 

The Chairman. It depends on the newspaper. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Sometimes, your honor. I know that it was 
assumed by common consent, so to speak, that that was the natiiral 
source of supply. Colonel Mendell mentioned it as available. But. 
it is not necessary that San Francisco should go there. If this com- 
mittee should grant this application under the impression that, Saa 
Francisco will to any extent be embarrassed in acquiring water 
supply if the application is denied, it will act under a total misappre- 
hension of the facts as they exist and can be ascertained to exist, by 
anybody who will investigate the subject. If it is the notion of the 
members of this committee that San Francisco shouW have this 
right, all well and good. That is for the committee to determine. 
But do not put it up on the ground that San Francisco can not get 
water without getting this water. 

Another suggestion is made, and I quote again. Mr .Manson says: 

This is the only area left free from complicating claims. It is the purest water 
because all other areas have a reasonable amount of sediment and there are private 
holdings in them. 

If you act upon that statement, made, of course, in perfect ja;ood 
faith by Mr. Manson, you will act under a misapprehension of the 
fact. That is not the fact, as any government engineer whom you 
may appoint to investigate the subject and report to you wiU tell 
you. It is not the fact that it is the onlv area left free from compli- 
cating claims. If he means by that tnat it will be necessary to 
acquire the rights to the use of the waters to that extent, he is right. 
But there is no difiiculty about acquiring in the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains sources of absolutely pure water. 

Mr. Manson. Yes; you. can pick them up overnight. 

Mr. McCl'tciieon. You can pick them up overnight? If that is 
the statement of the city of San Francisco here, it should afford an 
answer to the demand of San Francisco. 

Mr. Phelan. It is a matter of money. 

Mr. Manson. A matter of money. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. It is a matter of money? That is slightly dif- 
ferent from the attitude that was taken in the early part or this 
inquiry. At that time it was claimed they could not be obtained 
at all. 
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The Chairman. I think, Mr. McCutcheon, at all times during the 
discussion it has been stated that the matter of cost was one of the 
considerations. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; most assuredly. 

The Chairman. The cost of construction and the cost of acquiring 
rights, and all that. 

Mr. McC'utcheon. Then do we understand that the city of San 
Francisco, through its representatives, now takes the position that it 
is possible to acquire other rights, but that thev do not know what 
those rights will cost ? Is there a report of any Doard of engineers or 
any single engineer here that throws any light upon that subject, or 
is it to DC answered by the su2:gestion of the gentleman that you can 
pick these rights up overnight? It makes no difference who owns 
the rights, San Francisco can get them. She amended her charter 
within two years to this effect: 

The supervisors ehall have power, in the name and for the benefit of the city and 
county, to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, subject to the conditions and limi- 
tations in this charter and the general laws of the State prescribed, any lands situated 
within the State of California necessary for constructing or maintaining canals, aque^ 
ducts, reservoirs, tunnels, dumes, ditches, or pipes for«conducting or storing waiter 
for the use of the city and county, or the inhabitants thereof. 

So that it is not within the possibilities that the people who have eo- 

2uired rights which are available for San Francisco can stand San 
'rancisco up or take her by the throat and choke her to death. It 
was in order that she might be relieved from a situation of that kind 
that she saw fit to amend her charter. Is there any suggestion that 
the has made any effort to acquire any of the^e other supplied and has 
been unsuccessful? 

Taking it for granted — and I go so far as to say that the attitude of 
these gentlemen does not leave them any other course^-that thef^ 
are other sources of supply of equal purity, of equal quantity, with 
this Hetch Hetchy supply, it must be assumed that if they sought to 
avail themselves of those supplies they might avail of them. They 
have made no effort to avail of them. 

Mr. Manson. And how about the price! 

Mr. McCutcheon. I do not know. Mr. Galloway seetfis to mb 
•omething very funny in that. 

Mr. Galloway. I see it funny in this way: That you should conwft 
here without any standing whatever in this matter, which is of vital 
importance to San Francisco, except that you confessedly appear here 
as the attomev of a corporation which it is impossible lor San Fran* 
oisco to get off its back, and that you should say it is possible tor San 
Francisco to obtain a supply anywhere up and down the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains, as if you did not know there were anv of th^ 
physical difficulties that stand in the way, and we could take our 
supply from the Potomac River and pump it over the Rocky Moun- 
tams so far as engineering difficulties are concerned, and it is a que8* 
tion of cost, and cost only. We do not deny that there are othef 
•ources of supply up and down the Sierra Nevada Mountains, but we 
do know and can present the proof that these supplies are in th© 
hands of capitalists who would mulct the city if we attempted to get 
them, and this id the only supply that it is within the financial possi- 
bilities of San Francisco to develop. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I do not care to reply to any part of that state- 
ment except the last part — that these supplies are in the hands of 



388 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BESERVOIB. 

capitalists who would attempt to mulct the city. My answer to that 
is this provision in the charter. 

Mr. Ferris. You mean the provision for condemnation? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes. There is no answer here to the statement 
that the city can condemn those rights. Mr. Long will not attempt 
to say that they can not. 

Mr. Long. That is, other than the Spring Valley Water Company. 

Mr. Ferris. What is that, Mr. Long? 

Mr. Long. Other than the Spring Valley Water Company. 

Mr. Ferris. Why do you say that? I was not here yesterday. 

Mr. Long. Then, if you will pardon the interruption 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. Long (continuing). I understood that Mr. McCutcheon made 
the statement, when you were not here, that the city never had 
attempted to exercise the right of eminent domain so far as the 
Spring Valley Company was concerned; and my reply to that was 
that there was a very grave question as to the right of condemna- 
tion, as to the question whether the right of a municipality to take 
and operate the water supply itself was superior to the rights of 
citizens who had devoted their property to a public use. 

Mr. Ferris. W^hat do you say about that? 

Mr. McCutcheon. What is Mr. Olney's view about that? 

Mr. Long. I simply said that I did not say flatly that we could 
not do it, and I thmk the record will bear me out, but I said that 
Mr. Olney and I were agreed that there was a very grave doubt. 

Mr. Ferris. What do you base that doubt upon? 

Mr. Long. We must condemn under the state laws. The charter 
will not give us that power. 

Mr. Ferris. What danger or defects do you anticipate in your 
state statute? 

Mr. Long. The Spring Valley Water Company's property is already 
devoted to a public use. Now, it could not be any more devoted 
to public use if the city took it than it is now. . In order to condemn, 
the city must show a superior necessity. 

Mr. CjRONna. But if you showed you could not get a sufficient 
water supply would not that be sufficient reason for it? 

Mr. Long. Then we might be met with the proposition that it was 
not necessary. 

Mr. Gronna. If the city could furnish an abundance of water and 
the company could not, if the city could do what the corporation was 
unable to do, why would you not have the legal right to condemn? 

Mr. Long. We would be condemning for a superior use. We 
would be then taking a property which was confessedly insufficient; 
and what would we do with it? If they could not develop it 

Mr. Gronna. Would not that give you a superior right? 

Mr. Long. I doubt it. We could go out ana acquire other proper- 
ties. Mr. McCutcheon's statement is correct, that if there were other 
available sources that could be developed independent of the Spring 
Valley w^e could condemn it as against private ownership which was 
not using it for the same purposes. 

► Mr. Ferris. As to that question between the municipality and 
private o\vnership, that did not go up to the courts? 

Mr. Long. No, sir 
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Mr. Ferris. It has never been passed upon? , 

Mr. Long. No, sir; and of course there is another objection, which 
is not legal, but is comparative, and that is, that under the laws of 
the State, after a decree of condemnation is handed down condemning 
property, th3 plaintiff has but thirty days within which to pay the 
purchase price. 

Mr. Ferris. That is a positive statute ? 

Mr. Long. Yes. 

Mr. Ferris. And you would anticipate difficulty in raising the 
money within that time ? 

Mr. Long. Yes, The charter provides a scheme for bonding, and 
certain preliminary ordinances, and the holding of an election. That 
is surrounded with many safeguards which make it necessarily a 
slow process. We could not comply with that feature of it, because 
we could not have the money on Ixand. 

Mr. Ferris. What is the opinion of the attorney-general of your 
State on that proposition, that you can not condemn under your 
condemnation a property of a private corporation maintaining a 
water supply? 

Mr. Long. The questidn has not been discussed much, as I know 
of. Of course, Mr. Olney and Mr. McCutcheon are very much my 
seniors, and I give very great respect to both of them so far as the 
law is concerned, but it is my view that there is grave doubt, and I 
have had occasion during my service as city attorney to consider 
these questions relating to public ownership of corporations. The 
board of supervisors have not asked my opinion, but if they should 
do so, on the information I now have I should say there was very 
grave doubt. 

Mr. Ferris. You have not given them any. written opinion? 

Mr. Long. No. 

Mr. Ferris. Have they requested any of you? 
. Mr. Long. No, sir; the matter has not been considered in that way, 
because the charter contemplates the solicitation of an offer from the 
existing utility, and the submission of any offer which may be made to 
the people. 

Mr. Ferris. That is another route? 

Mr. Long. Yes. It is contemplated that that method should be 
followed, and we have never contemplated condemnation proceedings, 
because we thought we could arrive at values by offer and acceptance. 
Of course there is another feature which entered somewhat into this 
thing, and that is the fact that the United States circuit court within 
a very few months from now will probably hand down a decision as to 
its idea of the value of this Spring Valley water system. The matter 
is in litigation and has been ror a number of years. 

Mr. Robinson. Upon that point, I understood Mr. Olnev to state 
this morning that it was his opinion that the right of cond.emnation 
could be exercised. 

Mr. Olney. No; I did not say it could be exercised against a cor- 
poration furnishing water. 

Mr. Ferris. What is your opinion about that ? 

Mr. Olney. I think the city could exercise the right of eminent 
domain against the Spring Valley Waterworks, but it is not free from 
doubt. It has never been passed upon, either by our own State or 
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any other State so far as I know. These corporations, like the Spring 
Valley Waterworks, occupy rather a pecuhar position in California. 
They do not have to have any franchise. The constitution g;ive8 
them the right to open the streets and lay their pipes and supply 
water to the people without any permission from the city authorities 
whatever, ana there are other features that make them truly a quasi- 

Eublic corporation. Now, whether a quasi-public corporation can 
ave its property condemned by the cit}^ — and paid for, of course — I 
am not sure. My opinion, offhand, is that it can be done, but Mr. 
Long is entirely right in saying that it is a grave question. 

Mr. Ferris. Mr. Chairman, I hope I am not consuming too much 
time of the committee on this proposition? I 

The Chairman. The gentle nun is consuming very little time. f 

Mr. Ferris. But I consider this is a very important question for 
the committee to know about, tliis question of condemnation, my 
theory being this, that we ought to know whether the municipality 
of San Francisco can go into court and before a jury condemn and 
take the property that is now scattered around tlirough their streets 
in the business of a waterworks company. I think it is important 
for the committee U^ know it, and I would like to hear his reply on 
that. 

The Chairman. We did consider that at very considerable length 
on two or three occasions before. 

Mr. FsRRifi. I heard Mr. McCutcheon, before, but I did not hear 
the city attorney on yesterday. 

The Chairman. There is quite a difference of opinion on the subject. 

Mr. Robinson. If I understand the opinion of those representiitt 
San Francisco, the engineers, and Mr. Manson, it is the desire and 
necessity of San Francisco to acquire this grant without regard to 
the acciuisition of other rights. It will be necessary for San Fran- 
cisco, in their view of the matter, to acquire the Hetch Hetchy 
whether they acquire the property and rights of the Spring Vafiey 
Company or not. 

Mr. Manson. That is right. 

Mr. Long. That is true. 

Mr. Robinson. In that view of the matter, the investigation pur- 
sued by my friend Mr. Ferris might not be so very important after all. 
_ Mr. Fbrbis. With all respect to my friend Mr. Kobinson, here, I 
disagree with him on that, for the purchase of this site, or the exchan^ 
of tMs land, as we might call it, in the vicinity of Yosemite Park, is 
going to cut a good deal of figure in the wav the^ get hold of the 
property of a corporation now which has a iranchise to operate ia 
the city of San Francisco ; and with that in mind, before 1 thought 
I coula cast an intelligent vote I would like to get at what their 
legal rights are now. 

Mr. IjOno. If j'^ou vdll permit nie, there is no exclusive right held by 
the Spring Valley Waterworks, and the usual monopoly features do 
not obtain. 

Mr. Ferris. I undei-stand that. 

The Chairman. As a matter of theory they do not. 

Mr. Ix)Ko. As a matter of theory they do not, but the Spring 
Valley has the only available watershed and sources, and they aie a 
monopoly. It is business sagacity and their support by the publie 
that has made it possible for them to show that business sagacity 



BAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETOHY BESEEVOIB. 891 

which has given them this monopoly. But if there be an idea in the 
mind of any member of this committee that the securing of this ground 
will be used as a club bv the city in order to depreciate or depress the 
value of the Spring Valley Water Company, I can assure you gentle- 
men that their rights are amply protected at this time by this litiga- 
tion in the United vStates circuit court, which has been covering a 
period of years. You were not here yesterday, Mr. Ferris. It has 
covered a period of five years, and the cases are consolidated, all except 
the 1908 case, and I assume that by the agreement of counsel that 
will be consolidated. The final briefs will be in in the next sixty 
days, the brief of the city covering a thousand pages probably, and 
the United States circuit court will then determine \\hat, in its judg- 
ment, is the value of the property.. 

Mr. Ferris. That has been passed upon by the lower court? 

Mr. Long. Only for the purposes of a preliminary injunction; and, 
Mr. McCutcheon, you referred to that opinion of Judge Harrington's 
the other day; are you going to offer that in the record? 

Mr. McCutcheon. I told several members of the committee I 
would furnish them with copies of that. I do not know that it is 
necessary to put it into the record and encumber the record with it. 

Mr. Long. I simply want^ed to know if it was offered in evidence. 
I had a copy yesterday. 

Mr. Rowland. The value of the Spring Valley Waterworks prop- 
erty has been determined in the courts. The issues in that pending 
litigation are not such that the Spring VaUey Water Company would 
be compelled to sell at tKat price? 

Mr. Long. No ; they would not be compelled to, nor would the 
ei^ be compelled to pay that price. 

Mr. Rowland. No. 

Mr. Long. It would be a judicial estimate of the value of the prop* 
erty, gathered from a consideration of every bit of testimony that 
covld possibly be found. 

Mr. Rowland. But would bind no one on the question of a sale? 

Mr. Ix>NG. No, sir. 

Mr. Qronna. As a matter of fact they would not be compelled to 
acquire it at all? 

Mr. Long. No; but the city wants it, and it is the pohcy of th6 
city to acquire it. But we have interrupted Mr. McCutcheon in his 
argument here, and I did not want to do that. 

Mr. Manson. Mr. Ferris raised one point there that I would like 
to answer. He has raised an exact issue and has only stated half 
of it. The question will be if the CTanting of these rights will affect 
the price which the Spring Valley Water Company will be willing to 
eell out for. 

Mr. Ferris. I do not want to go into that, but I do want to hear 
a little further on the legal proposition. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I asked Mr. Long yesterday, Mr. Ferris, in 

Jour absence, after he had made a statement to the effect that there 
ad been a desire on the part of the city for some time to acquire 
this property, inasmuch as he expressed some doubt as to the nghts 
of the city to acquire by condemnation the property of the company, 
if the city authorities had ever made any attempt to obtain an 
amendment of our code of civil procedure so as to put that question 
entirely at rest. I do not know that that question was answered. 
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I think, however, I can answer it myself. I am very sure that the 
city never has made any such effort, and I am eq^ually sure if the 
city should make such effort it would result in obtaming the amend- 
ment very quickly; and the legislature is now in session. There 
can be no question as to the power of the legislature to make such 
an amendment. 

Coming now to the other question, there is great dearth of author- 
ity on the question whether a municipal corporation can acquire, in 
the exercise of the right of eminent domain, a property already im- 
pressed with a public use and being administered by a c^uasi public 
corporation if the object of acquiring it is to employ it in the same 
pubUc use. Lewis on Eminent Domain states the rule generally that 
such a proceeding will h^. There is a case, the City of Helena v. 
Rogan, which my office advises me — I have ncft had the time to ex- 
amine the matter at length — bears upon the question. There is a 
dearth of authority on the point. Tliis company which. I represent 
did, a few years ago, institute a condemnation proceeding against a 
company known as the San Mateo Waterworks, which was the owner 
of property southerly from San Francisco in the neighborhood, imme- 
diately adjoining San Francisco on the south, and which company was 
engaged in the business of purveying water. The defense was made 
that that action would not lie, as the property was already impressed 
with a public use, and hence that the Spring Valley Water Company 
could not acquire it in the exercise of the right or eminent domain. 
While the court did not pass upon that question expressly in the 
opinion, the court did entertain the complaifet. That is not a parallel 
case to this because it was argued there and claimed that the use to 
which the plaintiff desired to put that property was superior to the 
one to which the defendant was then putting it. As I say, there is 

§reat dearth of authority on the subject. The only text writer who 
iscusses it, so far as I know, is Lewis, in his work on eminent domain. 

Mr. Long. Does he lay down the rule that a mimicipality desiring 
to operate can impress with the right of eminent domam ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON.* He makes it almost as strongly as that, pro- 
ceeding on this line of argument that there may be profit derived by 
the municipal corporation in administering the public use, and to that 
extent it may be superior to the same use administered by a public- 
service corporation. 

Mr. Long. Does he support it by any authority? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No; I think not. But my suggestion to that is 
that if there is any doubt, the doubt can very quickly be resolved. 
These gentlemen say for years they have been endeavoring to obtain 
this property. I wdl not go so far as to say that this charter would in 
anywise affect the code of civil procedure, but it is perfectly clear that 
it was their intention at the time they adopted the charter to clothe 
themselves with power to acquire pubhc utilities. Indeed, the 
article which this comes from says: 'Ut is hereby declared to be the 
purpose and intention of the people of the city and coimty that its 
public utihties shall be gradually acquired and ultimately oi^ned by 
the city and coimty. To this end it is hereby ordained.'' 

They would have had no difficulty, if they had any doubt about it, 
and they will have no difficulty now if they have any doubt about it, 
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in obtaining the necessary legislation to enable them to institute the 
proceeding. 

Mr. Long. That is speculation, is it not? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. 1 think not. You gentlemen do some things in 
a great hurry; I have known you to get things through the legislature 
of California with great speed. They do things with great speed 
there. 

Mr. Long. We were not speedy enough to get here ahead of you^ 
though. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, your confreres were here before I was. 

The Chairman. How long will it take you to fmish, Mr. McCutch- 
eon? 

Mr. McCuTciiEox. I think I can finish in fifteen minutes, Mr. 
Chairman. Tlicrc are one or two matters to which I wish to call the 
attention of the gentlemen on the other side. There is one thing here 
which you may think is wide of the mark, but which I consider of con- 
siderable importance. I think any one reading the record here 
would get an impression that it was the opinion of the representatives 
of San Francisco that this water we are supplying to the city and 
county of San Francisco was bad water. 

Mr. Long. No ; I will support you in that. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I am glad of that. But I want to take time to 
read a statement of the cliairman of the hospital committee of San 
Francisco — made in February, 1903 — on this subiect. The charge 
made here never should have been made. It did not do San Fran- 
ciso any good, and I am surprised that the man who represented San 
Francisco considered that the exigencies of his case called for any such 
criticism upon the water supply of his city. I want to read this state- 
ment. I see that Mr. Manson is not in the room. I did not realize 
when I started to make that statement that he was out of the room. 

(Mr. Manson here reentered the committee room.) 

Mr. Manson. Will you sav it over again? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; 1 will. I say I was surprised that the 
exigencies of your case seemed to you to make it necessary to blast 
the water supply of your city here the other day, and give the impres- 
sion that the water which the Spring Valley Company was supplying 
to the city of San Francisco was not of good quafity. 

I will read now a little extract from the proceedings before Secre- 
tary Hitchcock when this appUcation was first before him. This is 
a statement of Doctor De Ancona, a member of the present board of 
supervisors, and who was then a member of the board of supervisors. # 
He says: 

For the sake of the record I want to say that the board of supervisors a year aga 
directed the board of health to have the city chemists and city bacteriologist examine 
the waters of the Alameda Creok system. They started to have the waters of the 
entire system examined, but that proved to be too burdensome, and it seems to me 
that the people of the city and tne Spring Valley waterworks are entitled to the 
result of those examinations. They showed that the waters of the Alameda Creek 
system are of exceptional purity. It is a question whether any city of the United 
States has a water source that is hygienically as good as the water from the Alameda 
Creek system. I think the Spring Valley waterworks are entitled to that knowledge, 
and the people of San Francisco certainly ought to know that the water from the 
main source of the city supply is hygienically good and of exceptional purity. 
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'Hie soiuxie of supply referred to by Doctor De Ancona is the source 
of supply to which Mr. Manson referred the other day. That is the 
source of supply which he said the city would abandon if it got this 
property. lie said they would not use that for the purposes of a 
municipal supply. I do not know the purpose of that. I do not 
know what lilr. Manson had in mind when he made that suggestion. 

Mr. Olney. The citv of Oakland would be glad to get it. 

Mr, McCuTCHEON. Anybody would be glad to get it. And if we 
could dismember our property to-day, we could sell that portion of it 
to the city of Oakland for $10,000,000; whereas the supervisors in 
their valuation allowed us only $4,000,000 for it. If we could dis- 
member it, I do not doubt that Mr. Olney would advocate its purchase. 

Mr. Long. If it was free from legal didiculties. 

Mr. McCuTCiiEON. Free from what difficulty. The legal difficulty 
which affects it is that it is impressed with this public use for the 
benefit of San Francisco. That is the situation we are in with respect 
to that property. We can not dispose of it because it is impressed 
with a use m favor of San Francisco. If the city will to-day take 
the shackles off us and let us sell this property, we will get five or six 
million dollars more for it than the price named to the city. 

Mr. Long. Have you ever asked tnem to do it? 

Mr. McOuTXDHEON. What is the use of asking me if we have ever 
msked them to do it t 

Mr. Long. You asked me if the city had tried to condemn? 

Mr. MoCuTCHEON. Do you mean nave we ever asked the city to 
relieve us from this public use? 

Mr. Ix)NO. Yes. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No ; we have not. It goes without saying that 
jou would not. 

The Chairman. I think the case stands on a very even keel. Mr. 
McCutcheon has stated that the company is shacUed, and the gen- 
tleman has asked him if he has made any effort to break the shackies; 
laid I think that leaves it on an even keel. 

Mr. McCutcheon. They said they offered to buy this property. 
By the way, Mr. Manson told you of three or four efforts the city 
made to buy it. I have taken it upon myself to have a search made 
through the municipal reports of the city of San Francisco which 
are published^ and which are to be found in the Congressional Library. 
The city of San Francisco publishes an annual report of the proceed- 
ings of its board of supervisors, particularly with reference to matters 
of this kind. There is to be found in the report for the vear ending 
June 30, 1901, a statement that a resolution was passea requesting 
this company to name a price upon its property. The reports sub- 
sequent to that date have been examined; I did not make the exami- 
nation myself; it was made by an assistant in Mr. Browne's office. 
That examination has failed to disclose any other request on the part 
of the city of San Francisco that a price upon tliis property be named 
until the year 1908. In other words, this resolution was passed in 
1900, which I will take great preasure in reading to you, and from 
1900 there does not appear to have been any effort on the part of the 
city, so far as its own publications are concerned, imtil the year 1908» 
If there is any such, it should be in these publications, and I would 
be very glad to have Mr. Manson refer us to it. 
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Mr. Manson. How about 1908? 

Mr. I^NG. Is there any record of a voluntary offer by the water 
company? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir; there is not. I want to suggest to you 
gentlemen, in line Tvdth this soUcitous and fatherly care which the 
representatives of San Francisco have told you they have had for 
this corporation for so many years, their action in calling upon the 
company to name a price upon its property. Here is a resolution 
passed on the 31st of May, 1900, while our friend Mr. Phelan was 
mayor of San Francisco. Of course you gentlemen have all observed 
how judicially minded these representatives of San Francisco are 
toward this company. I do not suppose any of you can have any 
doubt that the company has always been perfectly safe in the hands 
of the representatives of San Francisco, and that it nas always received 
the fairest treatment. 

Mr. Phelan. Thank you. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. And it is somewhat difiicuh to undlerstand 
how, under those circumstances, the company was compelled for 
six years to go to the circuit court and obtain an injunction restraiu- 
ing the enforcement of a rate schedule, and thai the» highest divi- 
dend it was ever able to pay from the rates it collected under the 
protection of that injunction was about 4 per ceat. How much it 
could have collected or how much in dividends it could have paid i£ 
it had vtot gotten those ini unctions I leave H to. you to apeculatQ. 

Mr. LdONG. There would have been no. limit. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The city was fired with the desire, to. buy Uia 
property and it wanted to treat the company fairly; bear that in 
mind. This is a portion of the resolution^ of May, 190.0> after calling 
upon the company to fix the price: 

Tke Spring Valley Water Company is also requested to bear in mind tfaaH any ovcb- 
valuation ol its water system wiU compel the people of San Fraacisco tO'look eisewhere 
for their water supply, and the withdrawing of San Francisco as a^ market for the sale 
of the company's water will reduce the vsQue of the company''a. Ibnds to what they 
are worth for agricultural purposes merely. 

That reminds me of the bailiff who said to the spectator in the 
court, '*I want nothing but silence out of you, and very little of that.'* 
They say here, *'We w^ant nothing but an offer out of you, but we 
want you to undei-stand that it must be a small offer, and if it is not 
a small offer we will resolve your property into agricultural lands." 
Now, I only suggest that to show, as I said a while ago, how^ solicitous 
these gentlemen have been for the welfare of the corporation and of 
its stockholders. Having that resolution in mind, does our fear that 
they will use this grant to oppress the company seem to have sub- 
stantial support? 

Mr. Phelan. We will give you back your money. 

Mr. McC'rTCHEOX. You are not authorized to say you will, give us 
back our money. Now, Doctor Giannini, if you will let me have 
your papers, I will go to these other matters. 

(The papers referred to were here handed to Mr. McCutcheon by 
Doctor Giannini.) 

I shall take it for granted, until a record of San Francisco can be 
produced to the contrary — and the statement was made here that the 
papers showing these offers could not be produced because of the loss 
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in the fire — but this volume was pubhshed long before the fire, and 
the subsequent volumes can be procured from the Congressional 
Libraiy, that there was no request for a price after 1900 until 1908. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. Read the charter in chronological order this 
time. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Now, Doctor, I have no doubt you can make 
my argument a great deal better than I can, but if you will give me a 
few minutes, I will get through. I am going to read you from 
this charter. 

Whenever the board of Bupervisors by ordinance as hereinafter provided shall deter- 
mine that the public interest or necessity demands the acquisition, construction, or 
completion of any public utility or utilities by the city and county, or whenever the 
electors shall petition the board of supervisors, as provided in section 3 of this article, 
for the acquisition of any public utility or utilities, the board of supervisors must pro- 
cure from the board of public works, through the city engineer, plans and estimates of 
the cost of original construction and completion by the city and county of such public 
utility or utilities. 

In securing estimates of the cost of original construction and completion of water- 
works, by the city and county, the board of supervisors must procure, as hereinabove 
specified, and place on file plans and estimates of the cost of obtaining from such 
sources as the board of supervisors may designate as available a sufiicient supply of 
good, pure water for the city and county. 

The charter says that before submitting a proposition for the acqui- 
sition of that supply to the electors, the board of supervisors shall 
call upon the owners of the existing utility to nama a price. After 
the cost has been named they can det3rmine whether they will go on 
with the construction of the new work or whether they will buy the 
existing utility. Let us see what they did in this case. They first 
filed the plans showing the cost of the construction of Hetch lletchy 
system. Before that was done a letter had been written to them by 
the Spring Valley Water Company offering to sell its property for 
$32,000,000. While, that letter was before them, and without' hav- 
ing, as the charter savs they should, called formally for a price, they 
passed a resolution declaring in favor of the Hetch Hetchy supply, 
declaring generally that it was desirabh for the city of San Francisco 
to acquire a water supply and that the Hetch Hetchy was the supply 
they wanted to acquire. After they had done that tliey wrote us and 
said "Will you name a price on your property?" Ihat was th3 order 
of events. 

The Chairman. What was the date of that offer by the water com- 
panv of $32,000,000? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The 13th of April, 1908. 

The Chairman. Was that a definite offer, in legal form, and by 
authority ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No, sir; it was signed by the president, who 
stated that he did it by order of the board of directors, and that 
if the committee on Avater supply w^ould indicate its approval of it 
he w^ould call the stockholders together and have it approved. 

Mr. Long. No; he did not say he would have it approved. He 
said he would try to. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Wliile we are on that subject, I think I am 
right al out that 

Mr. Long. I ^\dll not contradict it. 

The Chairman. I assume there would l)e some question in any 
event whether it would be approved or not. He said he would rec- 
ommend it? 
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Mr. Manson. Yes; but he did not do it. 

The Chairman. Was definite action taken by the city in this mat- 
ter in regard to that offer? 

Mr. Long. That was withdrawn. 

The Chairman. How soon? 

Mr. Phelan. There was a change of management. 

The Chairman. We have gone all over this, but it is not very clear. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Mr. Phelan says there was a change of man- 
agement. That reminda me 

The Chairman. There was a change of management in the water 
coinpany ? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. I am a member of the committee that considered 
it, and that offer was withdrawn at the time we asked. them to posi- 
tively make it a bona fide offer, because when that statement was 
made by the president of the company, when the statement was 
made at that time, we were not prepared to consider it at that day, 
and asked him to please go to his stockholders and get a bona fide 
offer. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. McCutcheon, we will try not to inter- 
rupt you further. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I said that I was reminded by Mr. Phelan's 
suggestion of the change of management 

Mr. Phelan. About that time? 

Mr. McCutcheon. You did not say that it was about that time; 
you said the offer was withdrawn when Captain Payson was deposed ; 
you said that in your argument yesterday. The president of the 
company at the time the offer was made was A. H. Payson, a man 
verv highly si)oken of by Mr. Phelan. At the time the offer was 
withdrawn the president of the company was the same A. H. Payson. 
The man who was president at the time the suit was brought alleging 
the passage of an unfair rate scale bv the board of supervisors was 
A. H. Payson, and he verified the bill in equity on the 22d of June, 
1908. So that when Mr. Phelan says that the offer \v»as \\dthdrawn 
because of a change of management, he is talking entirely aside from 
the record. 

Mr. Phelan. Was there any pressure brought to bear by the 
new owners? 

Mr. McCutcheon. To whom do you refer when you say **the new 
owners?" I imderstood you to say yesterday that the stock had 
been absorbed by speculators. I tnow more about the ownership 
of the stock of this company than Mr. Phelan does, and I say there 
is no foundation for that statement. It is entirely outside of anv- 
thing before this committee. It was prompted, I suppose, by tne 
desire on the part of Mr. Phelan and those who were acting with 
him to prejudice the minds of the membera of the committee against 
this corporation. It had no place here. It should not have been 
said. It is not true. The stockliolders of the company number 
nearly two thousand. Captain Payson was the president of this 
company during all of that time. He was in close touch with the 
affairs of the coiporation. He made this offer in the letter of April 13, 
1908. He went before the board of supervisors. He endeavored in 
every way to reach a basis of amicable settlement and adjustment 
with them, and one reason, as I believe, that Captain Payson retired 
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from the presidency of the company was that he felt his efforts had 
been entirely without result and that he could not accomplish any- 
thing with the board of supervisors. There has been no change of 
management in the sense or a change in the board of directors. The 
board is constituted now as it was then. Captain Payson is now a 
member of the board of directors and is in close touch with its 
affairs, and the suggestion that he was deposed is entirely without 
warrant. 

Coming back now to this offer, they said, '*We want a price on 
your property," after they had formally declared that the Hetch 
Hetchy was the system that they intended to acquu*e. Am I not 
right about that? 

Mr. Long. I did not hear what you said. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Did not the board of supervisors first declare 
that the Hetch Hetchy was the system they wanted, and did tJiey 
not then call upon the Spring Valley Watey Company for a price! 

Mr. Long. I am not certain about that. . 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I undertake to state it as a fact, because I 
used it upon the application for an injunction in the circuit court. 

Was not that in line with this resolution passed in 1901, "We 
want you to name a price, but it must be a small price?" It was 
in line with that policy. By the way, there was a portion of the 

Eroceedings of 19C0 that I (ill not read to you, and to which I would 
ke to call the attention of the committee, and I read now from this 
report, giTing the answer in substance of the Spring Valley Company 
to the request. 

The Chairman. If I will not interrupt you or break in on your 
argument, I would like to ask you a question. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. You will not iiiterrupt me at all. 

The Chairman. The tentative offer that w€« made was finally 
withdrawn, was it? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And was that after the board of supervisors had 
passed the resolution indorsing the Hetch Hetchy ? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes. 

The Chairman. Favoring the acquisition of the Hetch Hetchy! 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; favoring the acquisition of the Hetch 
Hetchy. 

Mr. Ferris. In the resolution passed by the city council, at the 
time they passed the resolution — the ordinance — in favor of Hetch 
Hetchy, did they make any reference to that offer? 

Mr. McCuTcuEON. On the contrary, there w^as an amendment 
offered to that resolution in the board of supervisors to include Uie 
property of the Spring Valley Company as among the properties desir- 
able to be acquired by the company, but that amendment was 
defeated. 

Mr. Long. You know why, do you not? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. No. 

Mr. Long. Because we had no offer we could submit to the people. 
We had no offer from the water company.- We had no offer to sub- 
mit to the people in compliance with the charter; that was the reason. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. With all respect to the city attorney, for whom 
I have a great deal of respect, that is moonshine. They ^id not have 
to declare in favor of Hetch Hetchy. They certainly did not have 
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to declare in favor of the acquisition of Hetch Hetchy in order to 
buy the property of the Spring VaUey Water Company, and he will 
not claim that there was any such provision in the charter. 

Mr. LoNO. They had to submit a proposition at the same time. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. But the proposition I am maintaining now, 
and I say there can be no controversy about it, is that if you really 
wanted the Spring Valley property you were not compelled to declare 
that you wanted Hetch Hetchy in order to get Spnng. Valley, and 
that IS the course you pursued. 

Mr. Long. We wanted them both. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Then why did you not include both in your res- 
olution? 

Mr. Long. We could not do it. 

Doctor GiANNiNi. Why did you not make an offer? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. We did make an offer. Well, I will not pursue 
that any further. 

Mr. KoBiNSON. I think, in deference to the gentleman, you ought 
to let him make a consecutive argument, here. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That does not worry me. I am perfectly willing 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. McArthur. I want to say that the sentiment of San Francisco 
is unanimous in favor of the acquisition of the Spring Valley water 
supply, if only as a distributing plant, and all that is needed to acquire 
that is an offer from the Spring Valley Water Company. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I want to go back for a moment to this record 
of 1900, and you will remember ttiat Mr. Manson rolled this under 
his tongue as a sweet morsel the other day, that is to say, the number 
of times he had tried to induce this companjr to make an offer, and 
how impossible it was to get it to do anything. As stated by the 
city, this is in substance a part of the companv^ ^®P^y ^ ^^® resolu- 
tion asking it to make an oner but not mucn of an ofier — a Uttle offer. 
I read again from this municipal report: 

This proposal does not carry with it a specific offer of sale. The water company, how- 
ever, says that under due proceedings it would be willing to submit an offer of its entire 
system, or, in lieu of an offer, it would agree (with stated limitations) to submit the 
determination of value to a board of arbitration. 

Has there been any suggestion here that there was any reply to that 
offer of the company ? Is there anv claim here that at that time they 
might not have appointed a board of arbitration and arrived at the 
value of this property ? I may be wrong about it, but it seems to me 
that when you look oack over this record and consider the road this 
company has had to travel for seven or eight years, when you consider 
the dividends which its stockholders have not received and the 
assessments which they have paid, it does not appear that there has 
been any very sincere effort on the part of San Francisco to acquire 
this property upon fair terms. I do not think it is doing violence to 
this record to sav that it shows that this corporation has not received 
fair treatment from the city of San Francisco. I will admit, Mr. 
Chairman, for the purposes of this argument only, that up to 1901 
this company was steeped in corruption so foul as to exceed anything 
that ever existed, if that is any advantage to the people on the other 
aide, because that is what is chargjed very often. 1 know nothing 
about the conditions before that time, but I have looked into the 
record from that time on, and as I said to you the other day, the best 
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evidence to my mind that this company's conduct has been free from 
blame for the past seven or eight years is that every dollar that it has 
collected, it has collected under the protection of an injunction. You 
have been told here of the proceedings of the Reuf board in San Fran- 
cisco. Is there a man here who doubts that if it had been the dis- 
Eosition of this company to do business with that board, it could 
ave done it? 

The conduct of the company so far as the present' management is 
<5oncerned has been above reproach and above suspicion. It is 
unfair, I suggest, to throw out tne hint here that was thrown out the 
other day, that this corporation is so corrupt that the city of San 
Francisco would be at a disadvantage with it in condemnation pro- 
ceedings. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but a reflection was gratui- 
tously cast here yesterday upon another man identified witb this com- 
pany, the present president of it, the same man who was president 
of the San Francisco Gas and Electric Light Company when the 
Reuf board first came into power, the man who for one year carried 
on the business of that company without a rate being fixed because 
there was a sufficient influence in the board to prevent a rate from 
being enacted except upon conditions to which he would not submit. 
I am not claiming any credit for him. He is president of the Spring 
Valley Water Company now; he is the speculator, as Mr. Pnelan 
designated him. But he was the president of the San Francisco Gas 
and Electric Company during that time, and notwithstanding the 
searching inquiry of the grand jury of San Francisco, no suspicion 
ever attached to him. But we do not claim any credit for that. A 
man is not entitled to any credit for being honest. But when he is 
honest he ought not to be charged with dishonesty, and particularly 
ought he not to be charged with it by the representatives of the great 
<5ity of San Francisco. 

Mr. Phelan. I would like to ask the gentleman what was the date 
when the Reuf board came into power? Was it not in January, 1906, 
and did not Mr. Bourne sever his connection with the company before 
that date? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes; but do you not know that seven or eight 
■of the men of the Reuf board were on the board preceding it? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes; but it was not the controlled board. The 
oflBcers of the gas company succeeding Mr. Bourne have been indicted. 

Mr. MoCuTCHEON. les; but what I sav is this: There were seven 
or eight votes in that board, most of whicn went into the Reuf board, 
and lor one year it was impossible to obtain rates on gas. The vote 
stood 9 to 9, and the men who went into the Reuf board were 
for the low rate, and no rate was adopted for that year. I leave it 
to you gentlemen, with your knowledge of public affairs, to determine 
whether or not if the man now at the head of this company and then 
At the head of the ^as company had seen fit to do busmess he could 
probably have obtained a rate? Now I want to say something about 
this Sierra supply which was offered. It was said that we had not 
offered a Sierra supply but an option. I understood that Doctor 
Giannini was going to offer all this correspondencjB. 
^ Doctor Giannini. That was offered yesterday. 
) Mr. MoCuTCHEON. Then I will not offer it, but I will undertake to 
refer to it as showing that an option was presented. The reply of 
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the city to that proposition was verj curt, saying, ''We have asked 
you for a price on your property as it is to-day, and that is the only 
mformation we want. " 

Doctor GiANNiNi. Which was right. 

The Chaibman. Where is Pleasanton? It is at the lower end of 
the bay, is it? 

Mr. Long. It is across the first little range of mountains. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Do you know the canyon called Niles Canyon? 
Have you been about the bay at all, Mr. Chairman? It is probably 
25 or 30 miles from the easterlj^ line of the bay. 

The Chairman. It is the point where the Sierra supply would 
naturally connect with the city, is it ? 

Mr. Long. It is at the head of a little pass about 25 miles from the 
bay. 

The Chairman. It is not important. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Now, there was another suggestion made here 
yesterday. I would a great deal rather these gentlemen had come out 
ind had shown in theii appearance before th^ committee the feelinz 
toward the Spring Valley Company which their deportment here and 
their statement show beyond a shadow of a doubt, and that is an 
unfriendly feeling. Will you tell me what was the purpose of Mr. 
Phelan is stating here yesterday that people whose property had 
been destroyed by fire had brought suit against the opnng Valley 
Water Company for damages? Have you gentlemen got anything 
to do with tnat? Mr. Phelan, to have been candid, might have said 
to vou in the same sentence that although the officers of the Sprinjg 
Valley Company were in San Francisco all the time after that suit 
was commenced — I mean an officer upon whom process might have 
been served — the plaintiff made no service. He might have told 
you — because the papers of San Francisco were full of it and it was 
common knowledge — that the company voluntarily appeared in that 
litigation without service and that the suit was dismissed upon its 
motion. Now, what was the purpose of Mr. Phelan in stating here 
that those suits had been brought against the company ? 

Mr. Phelan. Are they pending? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. They are not pending. We appeared without 
service, and had them dismissed. 

Mr. Long. I did not know that. I do not think they had a cause 
of action. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. As I say, it was a matter of common knowl- 
edge, as I suppose. I think it was stated in the San Francisco 
papers, and whether it was so or not, it is not a question with which 
this committee, as it seems to me, will concern itself. 

Mr. Phelan. It was not made in any hostile spirit. It was made 
merely to iUustrate the fact that the company had broken down in 
the earthquake and had failed to give the city a water supply, and 
we had to go into business ourselves for a water supply after the 
directors had refused to follow the advice of your chief engineer. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. That does not show anything. 

The Chairman. Perhaps it would be best not to discuss that here. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I wiU Say this : That the Spring Valley Water 
Company was not responsible for all the ills that were visited upon 
San Francisco. ^ 
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The Chairman. We will assume that that is true. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Very well. There are a few that were charge- 
able properly to other causes. I will leave it to the gentlemen on 
the other side to determine the propriety of claiming that it was 
because the works of the company had not been properly con- 
structed that this damage was wrought. But, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, if you had been upon the scene you might have wondered 
that the wrenching and rupturing of water mains was not greater 
than it was. I hope none of you will ever have to go throu^ such 
an experience. If hell is worse than that, I hope none of you will 
ever have to go there. DLaughter.] 

Mr. Smith, of California. Don't you hope it in any event? PLaugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. The fact was and is that none of the reservoirs 
of the Spring Valley Water Company were injured by the earthquake. 
The pipe line of the company crossed the fault line, and while I do not 

Eretend to state it positively, I do not believe it is within the possi- 
ilities that a pipe Ime connecting the Hetch Hetchy Valley witn San 
Francisco can be brought in there without crossing the fault line or 
getting so dangerously near to it as to be as much in jeopardy as if it 
did cross it. 

The Chairman. There is never to be another earthquke there, 
anvwav. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. I do not think that is very important, but I do 
not think the Spring Valley Water Company should be charged with 
all of it. 

The Chairman. Is that about all, Mr. McCutcheon? The chair- 
man has not been to lunch yet. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Do you know, Mr. Long, whether you have our 
letter of the 21st of May? Well, never mind. There is one thing 
I want to call attention to. I was about to put in a letter here on 
the subject of dividends, and in connection with that I want to replv to 
the statement of Mr. Phelan yesterday on the rate or amoimt or divi- 
dends that w^e have received. He said we had received $22,000,000. 
We began business in 1858. That is fifty vears ago. The rate of 
interest in California in those days was as high as from 3 to 5 per 
cent. 

The Chairman. A month? 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. A month? Yes. I did not intend to give you 
the impression that it was per annum. It was from 3 to 5 per cent 
a month, and we have received $22,000,000 upon their showing. 
I do not know whether that is accurately stated, but whatever the 
amount of dividend was it was upon an investment which be&can 
with a small figure and gradually increased until it reacSed 
$28,000,000. That is an exceedingly small return to a man who 

Erudently invested his money in California in those days. Mr. Phelan 
as a piece of San Francisco property to-day that I venture to say 
is worth 2,500 times what was paid for it within fifty years, and I 
will venture you the further assertion that he has received 2,500 
times the cost of it it profits. 
Mr. Phelan. A private utility. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Yes, exactly; a private utility, the income of 
which was not fixed by the board of supervisors, even with Mr. Phelan 
at its head. ^ , 
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Mr. Long. And it was not guaranteed against loss. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Long. Allowance must always be made for their operating 
expenses. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Suppose we had been compelled to collect the 
rate you fixed for us, what would we have had ? 

Mr. Long. I do not know. You worked out of the 1902 rates for 
five years and this year you said they were not enough. 

Mr. McCuTCHEON. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I want to put in 
these letters, and then I am through. 

The Chairman. Which letters do you desire to insert? 

Mr. McCdtcheon. First this, the report of the president of the 
Spring Valley Water Company made to its stockholders on the 9th 
oi January, 1907; then the report of the president made to the stock- 
holders on January 8, 1908; then a letter from the president of the 
Spring Valley Water Companv to the special committee of the board 
or supervisors on water supply imder date of April 13, 1908; and a 
letter from the president to tne board of supervisors imder date of 
May 21, 1908. 

Mr. Smith, of California. That refers to this effort to sell the 
property? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. .You will hand those to the clerk of the committee, 
will you? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes. ^ 

Mr. Long. Have you a copy of that opinion of Judge Farrington? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes; I think I have. 

Mr. Robinson. Let us have it. 

The Chairman. Is this the document that it is desired to print? 

Mr. Long. Yes; not to print it, but to submit it for«the considera- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. Phelan. I move that page 53 be submitted for the record. 

The Chairman. References have been made to it. 

Mr. McCutcheon. If you are going to print any of it, it all ought to 
be printed. 

Mr. Phelan. Giving, as it does, the Judge's own language, I think 
it might be useful to the committee. 

[Following is the extract referred to from page 53 of the opinion 
of Judge Farrington:] 

EARTHQUAKE DAMAGES AND INVESTMENT SINCE 1903. 

Since 1903 a laiige sum of money raised by assessment and the sale of bonds has been 
expended on improvements, but how much of this expenditure was in the purchase 
of property for future use or for replacements, or how much was made necessary by 
the earthquake and fire, does not clearly appear. Neither has it been shown that 
complainant was entirely free from fault in permitting its feeder pipes in the lower 
part of the city to remain in swampy and loosely filled ground. It was in and on such 
ground the earthquake wrought its greatest havoc. There is imexplained and unan- 
swered testimony tending to show not only that it was possible to have placed main 
feed pipes on a solid foundation, but that the chief engineer of the company, realizing 
the danger years before the disaster, urged the construction of a system on proper 
eround. It is difficult to understand why the consequences of such ill-advised 
location of pipe lines should be visited on the public and not on the company. There 
is always a certain amount of loss by accident which seems to be inseparable from 
the conduct of many kinds of business; it usually can be counted on in luivance, and 
no amount of care or precaution will entirely eliminate it; it is incident to the 
business. Such losses are considered by the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
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fixing rates, but the rule is never applied in favor of a carrier who has suffered Ices bv 
reason of defective appliances and facilities which he has knowingly used or provided. 
(New Orleans Livestock Exchange v. T. & P. R. Co., 10 I. C. C. Rep., 327, 330.) 
Therefore, in order to meet the changes which have occurred since 1903, in the 
absence of any testimony clearly showing that a larger amount ought to be allowed, 
the difference between the valuations adopted by the city engineer's office for the 
years 1903 and 1908 will be added to the $26,752,500, making the value of complain- 
ant's property which is found for the purposes of this proceeding $27,553,512. 

On the showing which has been made, there is a real and substantial controversy 
as to whether complainant is not justly entitled, for rate-fixing purposes, to the valua- 
tion thus fixed. A higher amount is not warranted by the testimony. 

The Chairman. That concludes what you desire to say, does it, Mr. 
McCutcheon ? 

Mr. McCutcheon. Yes, sir. I thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Phelan. Mr. Chairman, in answer to this voluminous corre- 
spondence against the project by various clubs I will ask leave to 
submit a letter from Mr. C. E. Grunsby, who answers them very 
briefly, under date of December 17, 1907. That- is the only answer 
put in. 

The Chairman. This is the answer to the nature lovers ? 

Mr. Phelan. Yes^ sir. 

Mr. French. While Mr. Manson is here and Mr. McCutcheon, I 
would Uke to hear from Mr. Manson again about the purity of the 
water. I do not know whether you made such a broad statement as 
that which was attributed to you by Mr. McCutcheon — that there 
have been decided impurities in the water supply. 

Mr. Manson. I consider it very dangerous and do not believe it 
ought to be used or mixed with the other water without its being very 
thoroughly filtered, and I am surprised that the attorney has declined 
to come to the rescue of the water he is praising by refusing to answer 
the question I asked him — whether he used that water for his own 
office and for his own office employees. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Did you not state to the committee the other 
day that in the event the city bought this property you would advise 
tham to discontinue the use of the Calaveras system? 

Mr. Manson. The Calaveras system is not used at all, and I would 
not advise its use. I would advise them to dispose of that for other 
utilization. It can be more economically used nearer by, and to 
better purpose, particularly when we would have to go to the expense, 
as we will have in the very near future, of developing this source 
which the city now owns. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Did you not say the other day that in the event 
of the purchase of this property by the city you would advise the 
city to discontinue the use of the Calaveras property? 

ilr. Manson. I do not tliiiik so. The Calaveras property is not 
in use. 

Mr. McCutcheon. But does it not flow into these gravel beds? 

Mr. Manson. Yes. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Then it is in use, is it not? 

Mr. Manson. No. Ths Calaveras source, to be utilized properly, 
would require the construction of a large dam at a site selected by 
the company and the storage of that water to make that source 
available. It is true it is in use so far as draining is concerned. 
The CalavBras dam, however, would put it to a very different use, 
and it would be developing the Calaveras source. It would unques- 
tionably do that. 
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Mr. McCuTCHEON. That is not the question I am talking about at 
all, and I do not think that is the point in Mr. Frenches mind. I ask 
you whether the water you condemned the other day was not the 
water from the Calaveras watershed ? 

Mr. Manson. No, sir; I think not; and I will state further that,, 
under the circumstances of its passing through the natural gravel beds,, 
it is more deprived of any impurities that it might have in it from 
drainage and those pastures above ; it is more free from contamination! 
than any other supply coming to San Francisco, but it is mixed with 
a less pure supply. I certainly would not advise a permanent devel- 
opment of the Calaveras source for San Ffancisco. It would cost 
enormously, and it is not a satisfactory source, provided we can get 
and develop what we now owti in part. 

The Chairman. Mr. Manson, who is Maj. William W. Hartz? 

Mr. Manson. Mai. William W. Hartz is an officer of the Engineer 
Corps of the United States Army. He was at one time stationed at 
San Francisco, and was interested in a discussion before the Sierra 
Club. I do not think he was ever employed by the city in any 
capacity connected with its water supply or otherwise, but he was 
interested as a member of the Commonwealth Club, and I think he 
made quite a discussion of these matters. 

The Chairman. I notice that he discussed the question of the 
purity of the city water supply before the Commonwealth Club on 
February 13, 1906. 

Mr. Kahn. I am under the impression, Mr. Chairman, that Major 
Hartz is in the vicinity of Washington now. I think he is probably 
over at Fort Myer. 

The Chairman. I do not think the committee cares to go very 
deeply into this question of the character of the water supplv except 
in a general way. I notice in the remarks made by Major Hartz on 
the (fate mentioned that he called attention to the fact that at least 
a part of the water supply of San Francisco was not very satisfactory. 
He says, among other tilings, after going over the question and giving 
the various sources from w^hich the Spring Valley Water Company 
obtained its supply and giving in detail the result of anah^ses of these 
various supplies : 

In view of the foregoing statistics it seems beyond question that San Francisco has 
been furnished in the past and is now being furnished with water below the high 
standard that every American city should aspire to. 

I suppose that same statement could be made of the water supply 
of many other cities. 

Mr. rHELAN. That is a report of an engineer reflecting upon the 
water supplv of San Francisco, and I hope you will not file tliat for the 
record, as the showing there is rather damaging, as you are aware^ 
ascribing a high mortality due to typhoid. 

The Chairman. We have no desire to put any of this part of the 
discussion in the record. 

Mr. Phelan. However, I think probably it would be well to have 
it go into the record, for this reason, that the Spring Valley Water 
Companj has come here by counsel and accused the representativea 
of the city of belittling their property; so my view is tliat it should 
stand. 

Mr. McCutcheon. The responsibility is on you, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Chairman. I do not consider that an extraordinarily damaging 
statement. It is a statement that could be made with regard to the 
water supply of many other cities. It indicates the fact, and I pre- 
sume we all assume that was true before we heard in regard to the 
question at all that the water supply of San Francisco is not all of 
crystal purity by any means, but it is a very fair water supply as water 
supplies go. 

Mr McCuTCHEON I have 40 pag:es of analyses in their own munici- 
pal report showing that the water is of good quality They have an 
analysis of a sample of peninsular water, ana alongside of that an 
analysis of Lake Tahoe water, and one is as good as the other. 

Mr. Long. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say in fairness to Mr. 
McCutcheon that his statement in that particular i6 quite correct. 
Only two sources of supply were under suspicion and they were both 
in tne city and county of San Francisco, tne Point Lobos and Lake 
Merced. I want in all fairness to Mr. McCutcheon and the Spring 
Valley Water Company to make that statement. I do not agree with 
him in everything ne said. 

Mr. McCutcheon. I am surprised at that. [Laughter.] 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, if there is nothing more, the hearing 
will conclude. 

Mr. Long. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of my delegation and the people 
of San Francisco, I want to thank you for your patience. I fear we 
have tried your patience. We have come a long way. I thank you 
for your consideration. 

Mr. McCutcheon. Our whole party can not suflGLciently thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. . 

[Documents filed by Mr. McCutcheon.] 

Report op the President op the Spring Valley Water Company, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., Made to the Stockholders at Their Annual Meeting, January 
9, 1907. 

San Francisco, January 9, 1907. 

To the Stockholders of the Spring Valley Water Company. 

The disaster of April 18 inflicted serious damage upon our company, which may 
be summarized as follows: 

First. The complete destruction of the Pilarcitos Pipe Line, with a capacity of 
10,000,000 gallons of water per day for San Francisco. 

Second. Extensive breaks in the Crystal Springs 44-inch conduit, which was rup- 
tured and thrown from its trestle supports at the crossings of the Baden Marsh and 
the Guadaloupe and Visitacion valleys. 

Third. A break in the 44-inch San Andres conduit at its crossing of the Baden 
Marsh. 

Fourth. Damage to the city distributing system in numerous breaks where the pipes 
crossed filled ground and the losv^ of service connections throughout the burnt district. 

Fifth. Some damage to the Lake Honda Distributing Reservoir, which was cracked, 
but easily repaired. 

As an offset to all this you are to be congratulated upon the fact that the other dis- 
tributing reservoirs in San Francisco, the great main reservoirs upon the peninsula, 
the submarine pipes, the miles of tunnels on both sides of the bay, and the costly 
pumping stations were practically uninjured. 

The preservation of these portions of our works is strong testimony to the excellence 
of the methods which have been followed in their construction. 

The pumping stations, especially, showed the results of this care and skill. They 
were close to the theater or the greatest disturbance, with boilers set in brickwork, 
and the damage to them all may be summed up in the breaking of a single steampipe 
at Belmont. 

Had the loss to this company been limited to the damages above described, the 
consequences would not have been serious, and the worst difficulty with which we 
were confronted lay in the loss of the company's income for the time being. 

The increase in income since the fire has been better than expected. The number 
of services for the month of October (679) was the greatest in the history of the com- 
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pany for a single month. The total number of new services for the year was 4,550, 
and for the period since April 18 was 3,708. It is to be remembered, however^ in 
this connection, that these services are largely for the numerous small buildings 
which are being erected all over the city, and the increase of income resulting from 
them is not commensurate with their number. The total number of our customers 
April 18, 1906, was 53,560. We lost by the fire 23,263, leaving a balance of 30,297. 
The new and renewed bills since April 18 have been 7,597, leaving our present number 
of rate payers 37,894. In other words, we are now 15,666 consumers short of the 
number on our books on April 17, 1906. 

The consumption of the city has been surprisingly large since the 18th of April, 
This was partly due at the outset to the enormous leakage through the connections 
left open in the burnt district. These open connections were rapidly shut off, how- 
ever, but there has been a lavish use of water, not only on the part of general consumers, 
but by the health, police, and relief departments. For a considerable period after the 
I8th of April, the hydrants of the company were practically treated as public property. 
It was not thought wise bv the company's officers to endeavor to check this excessive 
use, in view of the fact that the supply in our reservoirs was more than ample, and 
we felt that in a measure it was our contribution to the rehabilitation of the citv. 

The redistribution of business locations by the establishment of a new wholesale 
district south of ('hannel street and of large retail stores along Van Ness avenue has 
necessitated new and costly measures for fire protection. We have spent on this 
account, since the earthquake, about $150,000, which is properly chargeable to new 
construction, but from which, under its existing relations witn the city, the company 
receives no direct revenue in return. 

It was thought, however, that in view of what had passed it was absolutely necessary 
to make these expenditures, and it will also be necessary to make large expenditures 
for the same purposes in the future. 

We could not afford to deny these measures, so obviously necessary for the pro- 
tection of new business locations, save at the risk of being derelict in our duties as a 
water company, and increasing the odium which, throu^ no fault of its own, had 
attached to the company since the 18th of April. 

The experience in the late fire showed the danger to the general system of fire pro- 
tection wnich resulted from the large opening from the mains, which had been so 
freely conceded in the past. Within a snort time after the outbreak of the fire there 
was enough water escaping from the openings in the burnt district to render the 
hvdrants where they were most needed— that is to say, in the immediate neighborhood 
of the fires — useless from lack of pressure. 

There was water in our distributing reservoirs in San Francisco at the end of the 
fire, and had the distributing svstem in the streets remained intact, its use for fire 
protection would, nevertheless, have been in a large measure rendered impossible by 
this escape through service openings into the burnt premises. 

This has impressed upon ua the necessity for restricting, as far as possible, the use 
of these large openings m the future. There is a universal demand for them — irre- 
spective of the noeds of the consumers— and we have endeavored against strong 
pressure to adapt the openings granted to the consumers in each particular case to the 
actual necessities of that cai*e. It is easier to jield to these demands than to resist 
them. If we consider the interest of this company solely from the point of view of 
direct revenue, it would be our policy to take on the limit which we are now endeavor- 
ing to establish in the size of those openings and give to everybody what they wanted: 
but we have, however, another duty which is imperative, and that is the general 
system of fire protection, and it is in the interest of thi? general system of fire protection 
that we have felt it absolutely necessary to adopt the stringent restrictions which have 
been imposed lately in the size of openings granted to private consumers. 

We have also in the same line of policy felt compelled to refuse to grant pressure 
from our mains for power, or for fire sprinklers, within the premises. Had we yielded 
to the demands for fire-sprinkling service, we, should have had a 4-inch pipe into 
every one of the large stores along Van Nes.s avenue, and had a single one of these 
burned down, leaving this large opening unguarded, all the hydrants in the neigh- 
borhood would have been rendered useless. It is possible that this difficulty can be 
overcome by some proper system for shutting off these supplies outside of the building 
should the premises be burnt, but no such measure has yet been put into practical 
form, and we must continue, therefore, in my opinion, this policy of denying these 
direct connections for sprinkling protection for the present. 

It is to be remembered in this connection that tnis sprinkling system of fire pro- 
tection is still available to the property owner who chooses to install tanks of sufficient 
size upon his own premises. Thc'se can be supplied by direct pressure from the mains, 
and the pressure from the tank will then be always available for the suppression of an 
incipient fire. 
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All of the foregoing consideratioDs emphasize one important point, which is, that 
the most perfect system of fire protection from the mains is inconsistent with the 
demands of a domestic supply. In other words, both purposes can be best served by 
two separate systems of underground conduits. This is generally impracticable in 
large cities, on the score of expense; but plans for a separate and independent syBtem 
of fire protection are now bemg discussed for San Francisco, and it can not be too 
emphatically stated that the best interests of the Spring Valley Water Company lie 
in tne establishment of such independent systems, and the relief which would thereby 
be afforded this company from an onerous and expensive obligation, for which it 
receives no adequate return. 

Another problem with which we have been confronted since the fire is the con- 
centration of business and population west of Van Ness avenue and the multiplication 
of cheap dwelling houses upon the cheap building sites which are available on the 
highest hills within the city limits. 

The necessity for reinforcing this high-level supply from the low levels was fore- 
seen by our chief engineer from the moment of the disaster, and within the following 
week he had made arrangements for the installation of a provisional pumping plant at 
Twenty-sixth and Harrison streets, on a public square, the temporary use of which was 
secured from the city. This emergency plant was composed of pumps which were 
hastily moved to the site from San Andres, supplemented by an additional pump of 
the type which could be most speedily procured, bringing tiie total capacity of these 
works now in operation up to between six and seven million gallons per day. The 
water can be taken at this site from the Crystal Springs or San Andres levels, and the 
installation of a permanent and efficient pumping plant near this point is an obvious 
necessity. 

The restoration of the Pilarcitos pipe line is practically impossible, owing to the 
nature of the country through which it lay, and it will be better policy, under present 
conditions, to pump this water from the low levels to the high within the city limits 
than to incur the capital charge which would follow the replacement of the Pilarcitoe 

?ipe line by a new one. We have already purchased a site in the neighborhood of 
wenty-sixtn and Harrison streets for this new pumping plant, and as the present 
installation is operated at a very heavy cost for fuel, resulting from the type of the 
pumps, it will be in the interest of the company to replace them by modem high-duty 
pumps as soon as this can be arranged for. 

Under this plan of abandoning the Pilarcitos pipe line and making up for the result- 
ing deficiency in the high-level supply by pumping within the city limits, it became 
•necessary to increase the conduit capacity for this low-level supply as soon as possible. 
As the 44-inch San Andres pipe chanjjes to a 37-inch at Baden, arrangements were 
made immediately after the fire for the laying of an additional 30-inch pipe line from 
this point to the city. This pipe line will follow a pri vate right of way which has been 
obtained in previous years irom Baden to the Lake Merced Ranch. The work on it 
has been much delayed by the existine: conditions as to labor and supply of material, 
but it is expected that this facility will be in service in time for the large demand of 
next summer. 

It is estimated by our chief engineer that with this new line in operation, our con- 
duits will be capabfe of a delivery of something over 40,000,000 gallons a day to the city. 
As the present consumption is about 29,000,000 gallons, there is reasonable ground for 
hope that the completion of this additional 30-inch pipe line will make us raie in this 
respect for some time to come. We can make the same assertion as to our supply of 
water. There were in the peninsular reservoirs after the disaster 19,608,000,000 gallons 
of water, which, in connection with the amount of 15,000,000 gallons daily that we 
draw from our sources on the other side of the bay, would have supplied San Fran- 
cisco for nearly four years. There are now in the reservoirs over 16,000,000,000 
gallons, which, with the above-mentioned sources across the bay, means a supply for 
San Francisco, without further rainfall, for fully one thousand days. 

In line with the demand for property w^ithin the city limits which has hitherto been 
considered unavailable for residence purposes, we are confronted with the subdivision 
into town lots of practically the entire country south of the county line to Redwood 
City, and from each of these land speculations comes an urgent demand for water. 
It is uncjuestionably true that a very large revenue could be obtained from these sources, 
and it is also true that a development of the Calaveras supply, which would nearly 
double our daily yield of water, would enable us to meet this demand. 

Our plans had been made for the construction of the (^^alaveras Dam, with a neces- 
sarily increased conduit capacity from across the bay, which would have given us an 
additional 30,000,000 gallons daily. 

These plans were temporarily abandoned after the disaster, leaving future develop- 
ment along these lines until such time as financial and other conditions are more 
favorable. 
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In this line of policy we have consisteDtly and unifonnlv refused to grant a supply 
oi water to anyone outside of the city of San Francisco^ where lies our first duty and 
paramount obligation, and we have ^one further in serving notices upon all consumers 
outside of the county who had acquired, either by contract or by prescription, certain 
water rights from our conduits that their future use of this water must be absolutely 
restricted in quantity to what it has been in the past and to the same purposes to whicn 
it has been hitherto applied. 

THE RATE LITIGATION. 

The suits in behalf of the Spring Valley Water Works and the Spring Valley Water 
Company against the city and county, attacking the validitv of ordinances pas8e4 
purporting to ^x rates to be collected for water supplied, are three in number. Tem- 
porary injunctions were granted. A period of somewhat over two years was occupied 
in presenting oral and documentary evidence on behalf of the company. The taking 
of testimony was not continuous during the whole period, but its preparation and pres- 
entation consumed time quite in excess of two years. 

All the oral testimony, consisting of over 7,000 typewritten pages, and all the exhibits, 
which were largely in excess of 2,000 in number, were completed within the extensions 
of time jnanted by the court, and were filed by the master of chancery in the office of 
the clerk of the circuit court of the United States on the 16th of January of last vear. 
The records in that clerk's office escaped injury from the fire of April, consequently all 
the court work done in the case was preservea. The oflSce files, however, including 
the notes of the trial, were entirely consumed, together with the briefs and laige aggre- 
gations of authorities pertinent to the questions involved. 

Though the citv com{)leted the taking of its testimony and the presentation of its 
documentary evidence, it had not, at the time of the calamity in April, filed the sam^ 
in the clerk's office, and all its official evidence of every character was completely and 
totally destroyed. Copies of practically everything the city had presented were fur- 
nished its experts and engineers and otners, so that it is, without reopening the case. 
^T&dually rehabilitating its evidence. At the last extension of time, wnich was granted 
it for the restoration of records, and which expires the latter part of this month, the 
counsel for the city stated that they would prooably not ask for more than thirty days 
additional. It is therefore to be hoped that the case will be ready for an order closing 
. the testimony early in the spring months, and the printed arguments required by the 
rules of the court will be prepared and presented as speedily as possible. The synopsis 
and ai^ument of the company was verj' nearly completed when the fire occurred. Its 
reproduction in the main is possible. At all events, a majority of all the points of con- 
tention are now in fact practically reproduced on our behalf. The company is as con- 
fident in the final result of these actions as it has been at any period since tne commence- 
ment of these suits. 

The thoroughness with which the evidence was presented is well exemplified by the 
fact that after the fire and before access was possible to any of the vaults of th^com- 
pany in its former office building, information was obtained from these records which 
enabled the chief engineer to reproduce delineations of the distributing system and 
other adjuncts with complete accuracy, and also these records are now enabling the 
company to reproduce with sufficient efficiency the books of our predecessor, the 
Spring Valley Water Works, during the whole period of its exi.stence. Thet^e illus- 
trations show that the court will be in pansession of all the facts requisite to enable it to 
determine the matters of the contention between the company and the city, and that 
the late disaster has in no practical result dismantled the proceedings in the cases. 

FINANCIAL. 

During the month of November, 1905, a contract had been made with a syndicate 
headed by Mr. I. W. Hellman, under which the syndicate purchased a sufficient num- 
ber of our new general mortgage bonds of 1903 for the refunaino; of the outstanding first, 
second, and third mortgages, maturing September, 1906. This contract was made 
with Mr. Hellman after a long negotiation with eastern parties, and the figure obtained 
was so much better than we had been led to expect would be possible as the result of 
these negotiations that we thought ourselves fortunate in having made the contract 
even under the conditions as they existed before the 18th of April. The disaster of 
that day made it doubly fortunate, for had we not this contract, and had it not been 
with parties of such strength and responsibility, it is more than probable that the 
maturing of its outstanding obligations in September, 1906, woula have forced ther 
company into the hands of a receiver. * 

With its income gone for the present, and with the uncertainty as to what the future 
of tills company would be, the necessity of an assessment upon the stockholders for 
the protection of their own property became evident at the outset. Action upon this 
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matter, however, was postponed until we could estimate with some degree of accuracy 
what our necessities would be. It was finally decided that an assessment of $3 per 
share would provide for our immediate wants in the way of coupon interest, taxes, 
and urgent repairs, and this assessment was accordingly levied during the month of 
August. It became delinquent October 15, and the total amount realized waa 
1840,000. 

The amount that it has been necessary to spend in the way of repairs has, up to 
January 1, been $236,408.21. This can not he regarded as a capital charge, and 
expenditures already made on this accoimt and to be made hereafter can only be met 
out of current income or assessments on the stock. 

It is difficult to sav now what our present income is, as it changes from day to day, 
but 1130,000 a month is probably a conservative estimate. The operating expenses, 
increased as they have been by the expenditures under the repla<:ement account 
above described, have been heavy, and wul continue so for some time to come. Exist- 
ing conditions as regards labor have also increased these expenses. To sum up, we 
are still short in income of the amount necessary to pay taxes, interest, and operating 
expenses, but the gratifying increase during: the past few months justifies the hope that 
during the coming year our collections will reach a figure which will give us a safe 
mamn in this respect. 

The company has been severely criticised for the partial failure of its water supply 
during the late conflagration, which resulted from circumstances entirely beyond the 
company's, or, in fact, any numan control. It is thought that this criticism, which 
was natural at the outset, is now being continued mainly from interested motives by 
persons who have their own private purposes to serve. 

It is true, nevertheless, that the works of this company stood the frightful experi- 
ence to which they were subjected in a manner that has won the highest praise from 
experts who have given this subject a special examination, and the general results 
renect the highest credit irpon their design and execution. There was practically 
no suffering from want of water after the earthquake, while normal conditions were 
restored with surprising rapidity, and it is believed that the sober second sense of this 
community will recoenize the fact that this company bore its part well in the general 
disaster and did all that could be expected of it in the work of restoration which has 
since been going on. 

A. H. Payson, Pretident. 



Financial statement of Spring Valley Water Company y 1906. 
Cash on hand January 1, 1906 $396, 030. 29 

RECEIPTS. 

Water sales, etc |1, 535, 782. 65 

Assessment No. 1 840, 171. 00 

Insurance collected 21, 632. 50 

Depos.t on sale 126 Stockton street 50, 000. 00 

— 2,447,586.15 

2, 843, 616. 44 

DISBURSEMENTS. 

Operating expenses $486, 775. 60 

Permanent improvements 262, 645. 76 

Replacement account 236, 408. 21 

985, 829. 57 

Taxes : 279, 994. 17 

Dividends 189, 321. 63 

Interest and coupons 943, 075. 71 

Sundry disbursements 7, 313. 74 

1,419,705.25 

2,405,534.82 



•▼- 



Balance cash on hand December 31, 1906 438, 081. 62 

Cash 6,087.46 

Cash in banks 318, 594. 16 

Cash in trnst company, subject to bondholders 113, 400. 00 

438, 081. 62 

J. M. Duke, Secretary, 
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RSPORT OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE SpRINO VaLLEY WaTER CoMPANT, SaN FRAN- 
GI8CO, CaL., made to THE STOCKHOLDERS AT THEIR ANNUAL MeETINO, JANUARY 8, 
1908. 

San Francisco, January 8, 1908. 

To the Stockholders of the Spring Valley Water Company: 

The date of the annual meeting comes too soon after the close of the calendar year to 
permit of a proper preparation of our financial reports, and it is proposed to change this 
date for the coming year to some time in March, which will enaole us to present to the 
stockholders more complete informatioif, with the additional advantage that we shidl 
also be informed as to tne action of the supervisors upon the rates for the coming year. 

The receipts for water rates during the year 1907 were: 

From water sales |1, 870, 560. 33 

From other sources 62, 218. 26 

Total *. 1, 932, 778. 58 

The figure of 1, 870, 560. 33 

Includes for delinquencies from 1906 97, 754. 09 

Making the actual receipts from sales of water in 1907 1, 772, 806. 24 

We are, however, carrying forward delinquencies from 1907 of 72, 247. 71 

Of which probably the greater portion is collectible, making income 

from water sales of 1907 1, 845, 053. 96 

Receipts from other sources 62, 218. 25 

Total : 1,907,272.20 

The normal operating expenses were 607, 232. 27 

And abnormal expenses, due to replacement and adjustment of the 
works to meet the changed conditions since the disaster of April 18, 
1906 335,342.92 

Total 942, 675. 19 

To which should be added taxes paid and accrued 314, 933. 07 

Coupon interest 718, 540. 00 

Making the total expenses for the year 1,976,048.26 

Deducting the revenues of. 1, 907, 272. 20 

Leaves a deficit for the year of 68, 776. 06 

If we add to the abnormal operating expenses, as above, amounts expended during 
the preceding year for replacement and reconstruction, we bring the total of expendi- 
tures under this head since April 18. 1906, to $571,751.13. 

This abnormal operating expense for the year of about $335,000 is mainly due to the 
establishment of tne new pumping station at Ocean View and the removal of the 
Pilarcitos Pipe Line to its new location and service as an addition conduit from the San 
Andreas reservoir. 

This work, while permanent in character, has practically been made necessary for 
the repair of the damage caused by the earthquake and the readjustment of the works 
to the new conditions which arose in the city as a result of that catastrophe. They 
can not, therefore, be considered as capital improvements, and this brings us to the 
necessity which has always existed, though it has never been recognized by the super- 
visors, K>r a depreciation account. A proper allowance for depreciation is something 
to which the companv is justly entitled, as is settled by the uniform rulings of the 
courts in cases of public-service corporations and by the practice of the Interstate r 
Commerce Commission as regards railways. An effort will be made to present this 
matter in its proper light before the present board of supervisors and to secure from it a 
proper allowance hereafter for this purpose. 

The expenditures for the year for new construction, mainly improvements of the city 
distributing system, have been, $168,080.68; for lands and rights of way, $187,412.53. 

There has been a gratifying increase in the business of the company. On December 
31, 1905, we had 53,113 ratepayers. After April 18, 1906, this number was reduced 
to 29,931. On December 31, 1906, this number had increased to 37,538, and on De- 
cember 31, 1907, there were 47,295, or, in other words, a gain for the year of 9,757. 
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It is true, however, that the increase in the company's income has not been at all 
commensurate with this increase in the number of its ratepayers, as it has been lai^ly 
made up by small consumers. 

An illustration of this fact: The number of bills of $1 or less on December 30, 1905, 
was 4,743; on December 30, 1907, it was 8,367. 

Price, Waterhouse & Co., chartered accountants, were engaged to open new books 
for the company, and bring its system of money and property accounts in line with. 
modem methods. These books, with a balance sheet certified to by Messrs. Price, 
Waterhouse & Co., are now in use and the results of the change will doubtless be 
found of benefit both to the company and th^city, in its investigations into the com- 
pany's affairs. 

In June, 1907, the testimony in the three rate cases was closed. This testimony 
amounts to some 7,000 typewritten pages. Since that time the attorneys for the com- 
pany have been busy preparing the opening brief for the court. 

In May the company commenced another action to prevent enforcement of the 
ordinance establishmg rates for 1907-8. In June a preliminary restraining order was 
granted by the court, which order is now in force. Tne defendant has not yet answered 
to the complaint, and the order to show cause why an injunction pendente lite should 
not issue has been continued from time to time and is now set for February 3, 1908. 

In March, 1907, the board of supervisors passed an ordinance by which they at- 
tempted to forfeit the works of the company. In August this ordinance was rescinded. 

The completion of the sale of the Spring Valley building has been delayed by a suit 
brought by the former tenants, the City of Paris Company, to enforce its contention 
that the old lease had not been voided by the earthquake and fire. 

This litigation resulted in a sweeping decision in favor of the company in the lower 
courts but the case has been appealed, and pending the final decision we can not claim 
the payment of the balance of the purchase price. 

Expenditures for new construction during the year have been mainly confined to 
right? of way and land purchases, but we have felt called upon to make certain ex- 
tensions to the city pipe system at the request of the fire department. 

The private right of way for pipe lines, avoiding the marsh crossing at Baden and 
the low-lying county road to the north, which we nad for many years been attempt- 
ing to secure, but which had been abandoned temporarily on account of the exoroi- 
tant demands from the landowners, has been finally obtained. The earthquake 
demonstrated the necessity for this, and it would have been a fatal mistake to use the 
old defective location for the new San Andres conduit, designed to replace the Pilar- 
citos Pipe Line. A change which was adopted in this right of way without impairing 
its security has facilitated matters with the landowners, and, though expensive^ the 
purchases have been completed without our being compelled to yield to exorbitant 
demands. 

'This completes a private ri^ht of way, with a minimum width of eighty feet, from a 
I>oint on the county road soutn of the Baden crossing to the Lake Merced ranch. This 
right of way offers the best and safest route for all conduits which may hereafter be 
required to bring water into San Francisco along the peninsula from the south. 

We have also practically completed the purchase of a private right of way from 
Ravenswood, where our pipe lines cross the bay, to Belmont, and for greater security 
have widened, by purchase of additional land, existing rights of way across the Baden 
and Dumbarton Point marshes. 

As previously reported, the replacement of the Pilarcitos pipe line being imprac 
ticable, it has become necessary to drop the water of Pilarcitos into San Andres, tod 
for the utilization of this additional supply from San Andres it was also necessary to 
enlarge the conduit from that reservoir by an additional pipe line. This new pii>e 
line has been mainly built by moving old Pilarcitos pipe to the new location, as it 
was found that most of this material, though it had Deen forty years under ground, 
was still in excellent condition and adequate for many additional years of service. 

Work on this new pipe line was materially delayed by negotiations for the new 
right of way above described, and was suspended during August, under circumstances 
-which will be later explained, but resumed at the request of the city authoritiesy 
and the water finally turned on September 29, bringing our total conauit capacity 
as far as the city pumps to something over 40,000,000 gallons daily. 

In the last annual report mention was made of our having truisferred the old San 
Andres pumps to Seventeenth and Harrison streets, as an emergency measure to 
enable us to transfer water within the city limits from the San Andres to the Pilarcitos 
levels, and so make up in part the loss of the Pilarcitos pipe line. 

It was understood that we could not permanently occupy this location, and a 
lot in the neighborhood was purchased as a site for a modem pumping plant, which 
will always be needed in this location. This measure was undertaken witlda tlM 
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first few days after the earthquake, and it was impoesible then to foresee the conditions 
which have since arisen, under which the consumption of the higher levels has in- 
creased so rapidly that it became necessary almost immediately to supplement these 
old San Andres pumps by an additional pump hastily ordered in San Francisco, 
bringing the total capacity of this plant to 6,000,000 gallons daily. 

There has been considerable complaint, which is natural, at our occupation of a 
portion of this public square by these pumps. Unfortunately the demands of the 
city absolutely prohibit the discontinuance of this service until new pumps have 
been established to serve the same purpose, and it would be impossible to enect the 
removal piecemeal, as the existing plant is continuously taxed to its utmost capacity. 
Aj|new plant would cost in the neighborhood of $150,000. The company is not able 
now to undertake such an expenditure, and it would certainly be poor policy, both 
from the point of view of the city and the company, to devote money to sucH a pur- 
pose in tne face of other more urgent demands. We were notified early in the spring 
to remove this pumping plant by the park commissioners, but upon full representa- 
tion of the above facts to these gentlemen they decided to take no further steps for 
the present. 

Early in the spring it became evident that these pumps would not meet the rapid 
increase in the high-level consumption during the period in August and Septemoer 
when it reaches its maximum. It was therefore decided to move two of the four 
Crystal Springs pumps, which have been used at the Crystal Springs dam for pump 
ing from that point to the San Andres level, to a site upon the Lake Merced Kancn. 
This work after bein^ undertaken was pushed as rapidly a^ possible, the new pumps 
with their boilers being installed in the old Ocean View pumping house, which was 
moved from its former location to another point on the Lake Merced property, selected 
at a level which could be reached by gravity from Crystal Springs. These pumps 
were arranged to receive the suppljr from the new San Andres conduit, and it was 
also necessary in this connection to install a new force pipe to the top of Daly's Hill 
and conduit from that point across the Southern Pacific and Ocean Shore tracks to a 
junction with the Lake Honda system. As the result showed, this work was under- 
taken none too soon. 

On June 14 the Lake Honda reservoir began to fall below its normal storage of 
about 33,000,000 gallons— that is to say, one day's supply for the city. Storage in 
Lake Honda is absolutely essential to the fire protection, which is endangered as 
soon as the daily use from this reservoir exceeds its supply. In spite of all our efforts 
the storage had fallen to 15,000,000 gallons on August 1, when notice was served on 
the fire department and the public of this serious condition of affairs. On August 4 
it was found necessary to shut down the pressures as far as possible in the high-level 
districts, and watchmen were placed by the fire department with instructions to 
restore these pressures by opening the gates in case oi an alarm of fire. In spite of 
this and drastic measures wnich were heartily cooperated in by the city authorities 
for diminishing waste, the storage had dropped to 7,500,000 gallons on August 15. 
Meanwhile work was being pressed with all possible energv upon the Ocean View 
pumps, and they were finally started August 17. which relieved the city from the 
imminent danger to which it had been exposed. On September 5 the storage in 
Lake Honda, through the operation of these pumps, was restored to the normal. 

In this connection it is a fact whicb i^e think is little understood and appreciated 
by the public that no city in the world is supplied with water under such hign pressure 
and at such hieh levels as San Francisco. The case is further complicated by the fact 
that the high-level districts are not together, but in detached positions within the city 
limits, necessitating the conveyance of high-level water through low-level di.stricts 
and other complications. These conditions have been considerably accentuated by 
the results of the earthquake, and the movement of the population to cheap locations 
upon the hills previously unoccupied. The actual proportion of water pumped varies 
somewhat, as we bring more or less from the Crystal Springs reservoir, but it has been 
thous:ht good policy to save this stora&re as much as possible by using Alameda Creek 
supply to its full capacity, which otherwise would run to waste. The result is that 
we are now pumping over' 90 per cent of the water used in San Francisco against press- 
ures varying from 300 to 500 feet and to elevations up to f)00 feet above tide. Owing 
to the necessity for pumping some of the water twice, it has lately been the case that 
the actual amount pumped in gallons exceeds daily the total consumption of the city. 

While the rates were under consideration in February last, a letter was written m 
behalf of the company to the finance committee of the supervisors, asking for a return 
to the old hydrant rate of So per month for those in use. In this letter it was stated 
that the company, by continuing work on the new San Andres pipe line and the 
Ocean View pumps, was facing a considerable deficit, which it would be necessary 
to meet by borrowing money unless some additional income could be obtained from 
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the city; and further, that unless additional revenue could be obatined it was the 
intention of the company to abandon this work, the reason given being that the stock- 
holders could not be expected to invest additional money in the plant until there was 
some prospect of return upon the investment which they had already made. This 
additional appropriation for hydrants was not asked for the purpose of securing any 
return to the stockholders during the coming year, but simply to enable them to meet, 
without borrowing, the extraordinary and abnormal operating expenses rendered 
necessary by these emergency measures for the supply of the city. This application 
was based upon the following facts, not generally understood in the community, but 
which have oeen fully set forth in the testimony of the officers of the company during 
previous rate investigations: 

In 1883 we were asked to make large expenditures for fire protection, from which 
no additional revenue could be expected, and as an inducement to that end the 
hydrant rate was then fixed at $2.50 per month. It remained at this figure until 1895, 
and during these twelve years the compan}^ spent $925,000 at the request of the fire 
department, and exclusively for its use, without anything to be expected from this 
expenditure for the stockholders except the hydrant rate above mentioned. 

In 1895, the city, still desiring further expenditures, increased the hydrant rate to 
$5 per hydrant. The matter was fully discussed at the time, and it was explicitly 
understood that this hydrant rate should be continued as a return to the company for 
the additional investments which were demanded by the city exclusively for fire pro- 
tection. This hydrant rate was maintained to 1901, and during this period the com- 
pany spent, at tne request of the fire department, $1,030,000. 

Since 1901 the destruction of our records makes an exact statement of expenditures 
for the same purpose since that date impossible, but it is doubtless a conservative 
statement of tne case that the company's total investment for the sole piupose of fire 
protection is to-day fully $2,100,000. 

In 1901, under this $5 rate which had been promised, we should have received 
$226,000, but this appropriation was then reduced to a lump sum of $80,000. Since 
that time the appropriations have usually been made in lump sums and further 
reduced until 1906 when the appropriation had become $36,000, all of which we did 
not get, as a result of the disaster of April 18, 1906. The obvious reason for these 
reductions has been the desire to reduce the apparrent cost of the city government, 
but the practical effect has been to transfer an undue proportion of the burden of 
fire protection from the large property owner to the small rate payer. 

Under these circumstances there seemed good grounds for our appeal for a return 
to the hydrant rate of 1901, which would have enabled us to meet our anticipated 
deficit. The reply to this appeal, however, was an appropriation for the commg 
year of $40,000. As there are now more than 3,500 hydrants in use, this $40,000 
appropriates less than is provided in the Dunne ordinance, which the city is now 
attempting to enforce and which the company is resisting in the courts as insufi&cient. 

In response to a reauest for better fire protection in the Potrero, after this appro- 
priation nad been maae by the supervisors, a letter was written to the Potrero Com- 
mercial and Manufacturers' Association, setting forth the financial position of the 
company, the fact that we had vainly appealed to the supervisors for a proper appro- 
priation for hydrants, and that as the stockholders could not be expected to increase 
their investment by further borrowing in face of the deficit which would result from a 
continuance of the work on the new pumps at Ocean View and the San Andres Pipe 
Line, it was the purpose of the company to discontinue this work unless some arrange- 
ments for an increased revenue could be made. 

This letter resulted in the formation of what was called the federated committee, 
composed of repreeentatives from the various commercial organizations, which, on a 
full explanation of the facts, recommended an additional appropriation for hydrants 
of $180,000. 

In the hope that this recommendation would produce the desired results, work on 
the pipe line and pump was continued and we were later on explicitly promised 
this appropriation by the then chairman of the finance committee of the supervisors, 
to be made on July 1. 

The appropriation was not made, but the delay was explained on various grounds, 
and the promises were repeated until finally a measure covering this additional appro- 
priation was introduced in the board of supervisors. It was met b^a very strenuous 
criticism from the press, and partly, doubltess, as a result of this failed to pass, upon 
which work on the pipe line was discontinued, but a short time afterwardiB resumed 
at the request of the city authorities and pushed to completion, as before stated. 
This action of the company was severely criticised on the ground that it was wantonly 
imperiling the city's safety in order to save the expenditure of some $40,000. It is 
^ be noted in this connection that we had continued work on the pipe bne for two 
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months on the faith of promisee which were not fulfilled ; and it is further to be said 
that the pipe line was not finished and could not be finished in time to meet the 
danger period of August and September. The new pumps at Ocean View were 
essential for the safety of the citv, and work on these was continued without inter- 
mission until they were finally placed in service and saved the situation. 

The federated committee, in addition to making this recommendation, took under 
consideration the whole subj[ect of the relation between the city and the water com- 
pany, and as a part of this mvestigation, asked for a price at which the company's 
properties woula be sold to the city. 

The directors authorized, subject to the subsequent approval of the stockholders, 
a statement to the federated committee that the company s properties would be sold 
at the face value of its securities, deducting therefrom $4,000,000 and retaining for 
^e stockholders the Lake Merced properties. As these properties are essential for 
the present supply of the city, the company offered to allow the city to continue to 
use them for sucn time as it desired, not to exceed ten years, paying in retiun interest 
on this $4,000,000. It was felt that this was fair both to the city and the company. 
The city does not permanently want Lake Merced as a source of water supplv and 
could not well use it for anythmg except a public park. The land has a speculative 
value, which would be an mducement to the stockholders to retain it. and thus in a 
measure compensate themselves for what they might feel was a price less than they 
had been led to believe their properties should command. 

We further offered to deduct from the purchase price to the city the value of such 
lands as the city might decide it did not want for purposes of water supply at their 
cost to the company. 

The company was asked by the committee to name a price at which it would sell 
the peninsula reservoirs and the city distributing system alone, but we declined to 
make an offer of sale on these terms.' 

At present over half the supply of the city is drawn from our Alameda Creek system, 
and the city can not be kept supplied dunng the coming ten years without a furUier 
development of these properties. There is, furthermore, an urgent demand now for 
this water from outside the city, along the entire line of our conduits, conveying it 
from Niles to Dumbarton Point and from Ravenswood to the San Francisco County 
line. 

Under these circumstances there would be a manifest injustice to the owners in 
asking them to continue to devote these Alameda Creek properties exclusively to 
the use of the city for a short period, expend lane sums of money in their develop- 
ment, and then have them thrown back on their hands when the city had completed 
its own arrangements for an independent supply. 

Colonel Heuer, the chairman oi the federated committee, who undertook the details 
of this investigation, submitted finally a report, in which, after a careful study of the 
subject and analysis of the numerous estimates which had been made of the value 
^ the company's properties, he reached the following conclusions: 

Funst. Probable value of the plant after April 18, 1906, was between $30,000,000 
and $31,000,000. 

Second. That practically all the company's properties were necessary for the city's 
supply during the next ten years. 

Tnird. That extensive enlargements of the plant wero necessary and should be 
undertaken immediately for the proper security of this supply. 

Fourth. That lands to the value of $600,000 could be deducted from the purchase 
price, as covering properties which would not actually be needed for these purposes. 

Fifth. The purcnase of the plant and further development as necessary of ^e 
Alameda Creek properties was recommended to the city as an adjunct to its future 
Sierra supply. 

This report, having been sent to the supervisors and referred to the committee on 
public utilities, was returned by that committee with a recommendation against the 
acquisition of tiie Spring Valley properties, mainly on the ground that under charter 
liniits of bonded indebtedness this purchase would preclude the acquisition of a 
Sierra supply, since which there has been no further action on this subject by the 
citv authorities. 

A critical and important stage has now been reached in the relations between the 
city and the comx>any. 

The present average daily consumption of water is between 31,000,000 and 82,000,000 
gallons, with a maximum reaching 36,000,000: before the earthquake the average 
was 35,000,000. Our present conduit capacity from the source of supply to the city 

eumps is something over 40,000,000 daily, but we are unable to deliver and distribute 
om these pumps more than from 35,000,000 to 36,000,000. There is now a laige 
accumulation of water in peninsula reservoirs as the result of favorable seasons of 
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rainfall, and with a continuance of these conditions there might be no actual scarcity 
of water, so far as the storage in the reservoirs is concerned, for several years to come. 

The full development of the properties now owned by the companv would bring 
this capacity to more than a hundred millions daily, wnich would fully supply tlie 
city for the next thirty years at least, and at far less expense than would be involved 
in any other plan for securing this additional quantity of water. 

The maximum safe capacity of the works as they now exist, however, has been 
estimated at 35,000,000 gallons daily, and even this includes the 8,000,000 now drawn 
from Lake Merced, which can not safely be relied upoii as a part of the city's perma- 
nent supply. If they are called upon to supply more than this quantity, it simply 
means tnat we are drawing on our reserves and trusting to good fortune in the way of 
future rainfall. 

It was the conviction that we had reached the safe limit of our resources, as then 
developed, that decided the management of the company before the earthquake to 
further utilize the property by building the Calaveras dam, which, with the additional 
conduits necessary, would have added fully 30,000,000 daily to our capacitv, or 
practically doubled it, at an estimated cost of from ten to eleven millions of dollare. 
These plans were necessarily abandoned after the disaster, but we are now cloeeiy 
approaching the conditions t!hat existed then. 

With everything in our favor we could not build the Calaveras dam and conduit 
and accumulate water within the new reservoir so formed within less than three yean 
from the actual commencement of the work, but it would be possible to develop 
smaller additional supplies of water in less time and at less cost, and these alternatives 
will have to receive further consideration. As the citv fixes our income, it should 
have a voice in this decision and share in the responnbility for such new work as may 
be undertaken. 

It is clearly evident from the facts above given, that if we are to exercise prudent 
foresight, something must be done and done quickly to completely secure the city 
against a scarcity of water within the next five years. This conclusion is confirmed by 
Colonel Heuer, as a result of his investigations of the facts in the report to the federated 
committee, which has been previously quoted. 

A good deal has to be done at once in the city, furthermore, for the improvement 
of its fire protection and to meet the changed conditions resulting from the disaster. 
There are now districts in the higher levels which are insuflSciently supplied or not 
supplied at all, which demand the installation of auxiliary small reservoirs and pump- 
ing plants. 

These clearly established necessities bring us to the vital question as to how the 
money for all these thinfi;s is to be obtained— a question, the seriousness of which is 
not vet appreciated by tne community at large, and which as a matter of fact is of 
vastly more importance to that community than to the water company itself. 

We have now been collecting rates since 1903 under injunctions granted by the 
courts, and in obtaining these have been obliged to give bonds in large amounli, 
which will be forfeited should pending litigation be decided against the company, 
while this litip^ation for the enforcement of lower rates in the past and for the coming 
year is still being pressed bv the city. Furthermore, the rates, which we have been and 
are thus collecting under the protection of the courts, are not now yielding dividends 
to our stockholders. 

The present city government is also considering plans for an independent water 
supply from the Sierras, and in so far as it has acted at all has acted unfavorably upon 
the BUgg^estion made from the federated committee, that the Spring Valley property 
be acquired as part of the plan for a municipal supply. The city, during the ten yeaiv 
or so which must pass before a Sierra supply can be had, can not get water except 
through the Spring Valley Company. The company can not keep the city supplied 
during this time without making large investments, and the money for these invest- 
ments can not be had from private sources without such a radical change in the rela- 
tions between the city and the company as will offer reasonable security for a continued 
and fair return on the present value of the property and improvements which must 
be made upon it, as also some assurance tnat an arrangement will be made under 
which it will not, as a whole or in part, be thrown back on the owners' hands when the 
citv brings in its own supply. 

Existing laws make it difficult and perhaps impossible for one city government to 
bind its successors, and any arrangement to the above ends would probably have to 
rest largely upon moral effect and the status in the courts which a formal agreement 
made now between the city and the company would have in subsequent litigation, 
should it be found necessary to resort to it. Whether or not this would be a sufficient 
guarantee to attract capital to further investment in the water supply of San Fran- 
cisco, with the past history of such investment here as an object lesson, can only be 
ascertained by actual trial. 
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The simplest and mo6t certain solution of this difficult problem would be the acquisi- 
tion of the works by the city at an agreed or arbitrated value and their development 
under munici|>al ownersbip as the nucleus of a future Sierra supply. 

If this plan is rejected, however, and the city continues to rely, as it then must rely 
for the next ten years or more, solely on the Spring Valley Company in private owner- 
ship, some way must be devised for its relief from its present condition of financial 
paralysis so as to enable it to attract the new and additional investment in 
its securities which must be made in the work which is immediately and absolutely 
necessary for the safety and sufficiency of the water supply. 

If this can be accomplished at all, the following conditions at least seem essential 
preliminaricf*: 

1. Settlement of pending litigation. 

2. An agreement on the value of the plant for rate-fixing purposes. 

3. Rates which will yield a fair return to the stockholders upon its valuation, with 
a proper allowance for depreciation. 

4. Complete publicity in the company's affairs. Agreement between the city and 
companv as to future work and possible representation of the city in the company's 
board of directors. 

5. Agreement as to the ultimate disposition of the property in connection with the 
city's plans for an independent supply. 

The law and physical conditions have forced the city and the w^ater company into a 
partnership, whose duty is the safety and sufficiency of our water supply, and this 
partnership will fail in this duty unless it can be placed upon the basis of an equitable, 
agreement between its members. 

Fortunately in the pr&*^ent city government we have a body of men who will con- 
sider these difficult questions with intelligence and fairness, and they may be assured 
they will be met on the part of the company's officers with entire frankness and a 
sincere desire to reach a settlement which will do justice to all concerned. 

A. H. Payson, President. 

Financial statement of Spring Valley Water Company, 1907. 
Cash on hand January 1, 1907 $438, 081. 62 

RECEIPTfl. 

Water sales, etc $1, 870, 560. 33 

Other sources- 
Rents 24, 444. 29 

Interest 3,102.60 

Suburban company 24, 304. 24 

Sundrv receipts. .". 10, 367. 12 

- — 1, 932, 778. 58 

2, 370, 860. 20 

DISBURSEMENTS. 

Operating expensen $607, 232. 27 

Permanent improvements 355, 493. 21 

Replacement account '. 335, 342. 92 

1,298,068.40 

Taxes 36, 495. 58 

Dividends 1, 181. 88 

Interest and cf)upon8 718, 540. 00 

Material for warehouses 103, 223. 87 

859,441.33 

2, 157, 509. 73 

Balance cash on hand December 31, 1907 213, 350. 47 , 

Cash 8,645.44 i 

('ash in banks 193. 855. 54 

' Cash in trust companv, subject to^bondholders 10, 849. 49 

213, 350. 47 I 

J. M. Duke, Secretary. 
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Letter from the President op the Spring Valley Water Company to the 
Special Committee of the Board of Supervisors on Water Supply. 

San Francisco, April IS, 1908. 
To the Special Committee of the 

Board of Supervisors on Water Supply. 

Gentlemen: At the conclusion of the interview on the evening of April 7, between 
your committee and officials of the Spring Valley Water Company, it was suggested 
tnat certain propositions which had been made at that meeliag in oehalf of die com- 
pany should be reduced to writing, and, in compliance with this request, we beg to 
submit the following summary of tnese propositions, and to outline to you the grounds 
upon which we ask you to establish rates for the coming fiscal year. 

The physical conditions of the water supply may be summarized as follows: 

The present safe capacity of the plant for distribution in San Francisco is 35,000,000 
gallons per day, and the consumption of the city approximates that quantity. The 
average consumption is at least 32,000,000 gallons daily, but during the months of 
September and October of last year exceptional days reached a consumption of 
36,000,000. 

By the expenditure of approximately $200,000 in the erection of a new pump at 
Ocean View, and an additional force pipe line from Ocean View to Lake Honda, the 
delivery to San Francisco can be increased to 40,000,000 gallons per day, including 
the supply now taken from Lake Merced, and this work can be completed within the 
next four months if undertaken immediately. 

By distributing 40,000,000 gallons we are trenching to the extent of 5,000,000 gallons 
a day upon the reserve in the company's reservoirs. In the present condition of these 
reservoirs this is not a serious matter, in view of the fact that an additional expenditure 
of from $200,000 to $250,000, which need not necessarily be undertaken this year, 
would make the company's daily yield of water actually deliverable in San Francisco 
fully equal to 40,000,000 gallons a day. As was explained to your committee, this 
additional 5,000,000 gallons per day will be obtained by the installation of pumps at 
Ravenswood, which will increase the pressure upon the submarine pipes across the bay . 

The city is in immediate and urgent need of the additional 5,000,000 gallons daily, 
which can only be had — beginning at the expiration of four months from date — by the 
expenditure of $500,000 spread over the coming two years. 

Having reached this limit of 40,000,000 gallons, however, we are confronted with 
the fact that any further supply calls for the very large expenditure of money involved 
in one or the other of the plans for storage reservoirs in tne Calaveras watershed, and 
the still greater expenditure involved in the construction of a necessary conduit for 
conveying this water to the city limits. 

It is impossible, under present conditions, to predict, with any approximation to 
certainty, the growing necessities of San Francisco, and hence impossible to say when 
the city will be confronted by an absolute necessity for a greater supply than 40,000,000 
gallons daily. It would take from three to four years, depending upon the seasonal 
rainfall, to provide these additional storage reservoirs in the Calaveras watershed and 
establish the conduits for bringing that water to San Francisco. 

Under these circumstances, is it not self-evident, even under the lowest calculation 
of the citv's growth in consumption, that immediate steps must be taken for the pro> 
tection of the city against a water famine? 

The water supply upon which the city must rely for at least ten years can only be 
had from the Spring Valley system, as at present developed, and in the additional 
development of these Calaveras sources, which, if utilizea to their utmost capacity, 
would afford a daily deliverv of from 100,000,000 to 150,000,000 gallons and at much 
less cost than this additional water could be secured from any other source. There 
can be no question that this additional development will provide an ample supply for 
this city for the next forty years. (See Colonel Heuer's report, p. 8.) 

The above summary of the physical conditions brings us to the question of how 
these additions to the property are to be provided for. This can be done only under 
two plans: 

First. The acquisition of the plant by the city and its development under the city's 
control. 

Second. Its development by the company. 

PLA^ FIRST. 

As has heretofore been stated, the directors will recommend to the stockholders 
the sale of the property to the citv for the face value of the issued bonds and the out- 
standing stock, approximating $32,000,000; or if the city does not desire the Lake 
Merced property to be included in the sale, there may be a deduction of $4,000,000 
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Crom the price named, with the privilege to the city of usinj? this Lake Merced prop- 
erty for purposes of a water supply oaly, for such time as this may be desirable, not 
exceeding ten vears, on payment to the company of a net return of 4 per cent per 
annum on this $4,000,000. 

These are positively the lowest terms at which the directors will recommend to the 
stockholders the sale of the property, and if it is to be purchased by the city, it mav 
as well be taken for granted, once and for all, that these are the best terms on which 
it can be obtained. I have repeatedly stated to you that the directors and stock- 
holders firmly believe that this price is far below the actual value of the property, 
but considerations, which have been stated and made plain to you, have induced 
a willingness on their part to dispose of the property on these terms. The city does 
not permanently need Lake Merced as a source of water supply, and could not well 
use It for anything else than a public park. The land has a speculative value, which 
would be an inducement to the stocknolders to retain it and thus, in a measure, com- 
pensate themselves for what they feel is a lower price than their property should 
command. 

VALUATION BASED ON ESTIlfATES. 

The present city engineer, in his estimate of value, expressly stated that he had 
not included that additional element of value which attached to the Calaveras prop- 
erties by virtue of the fact that their permanent "serviceability" has been demon- 
strated by continuous use since the estimate made by Mr. Grunsky in 1901, from 
which Mr. Manson's figures were exactly taken. 

From Mr. Grunsky 's report we quote the following: 

"What element of value the lands on which the gravel beds of Sunol and the arte- 
sian wells near Pleasanton are located may have acquired by reason of water devel- 
opment is difficult to answer with any degree of precision, particularly in view of 
the fact that in the one case the value depends upon the amount of water obtained 
and permanently obtainable and, in the other, largely upon the permanent service- 
ability of the natural filter." 

In his report Mr. Manson says: 

"One other factor of moment which this office has not been ablo to consider is the 
value of the Alameda system as a permanent supply which has only been brought 
out by continued use." 

This is a vital omission, and establishes, beyond the possibility of doubt, the fact 
that the valuation assumed by Mr. Manson is less than the real value of the property 
by whatever additional amount this permanent reliability of the Calaveras sources, 
as at present developed, may have established. As the permanent product of this 
part of the system now practically equals the product of the peninsula system, which 
was valued by Mr. Grunsky at about $10,000,000, it seems a fair assumption that 
approximately these figures should be taken as the present value of the transbay 
S3rstem, even though there be left out of the question its possibilities as a source of 
additional supply. 

It is to be remembered, further, that the possibility of supplying the city with 
water for the next ten years rests absolutely upon the future aevelopment of these 
properties and that this prospectiv^e value, upon which the security of the city's sup- 
ply rests, is an important element, which has been entirely omitted in the valuation 
assumed by the city engineer. 

The lowest estimates of the value of the company's property have been made by the 
city engineers or by experts employed by the city. The highest estimates of value 
have been made by the company's engineer or by experts employed by the company. 
Admitting that all are striving to reach a fair end, it must be conceded that each party 
approaches the matter from a different point of view. For estimates of value by 
dinerent engineers you are referred to Colonel Ileuer's report. You are occupying a 
position of neutrality as between the city and the company, and are charged with an 
obligation to deal fairly as between them. Is it not quite as unfair to the company 
for you to take the valuation of the city's experts and close your eyes to the company's 
estimates as it would be to the city for you to disregard its estimates and be controlled 
entirely by the company's valuations? 



VALUATION BASED^ON COST. 



The actual expenditure for the creation of the system was over $28,000,000. An 
allowance for interest during construction added to the $28,000,000 actual investment 
will probably exceed the price at which the property can be purchased by the city. 
This $28,000,000 represents the actual cost of properties purchased over a period of 
more than forty years, the cost of development and the coet of the di.»<tributing system. 
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The value of these properties during the last forty years has greatly enhanced. An 
additional element of value rests in the demonstrated fact that they are now one com- 
plete homogeneous water-producing system ; and still another element of value over the 
cost is established business. The actual market value to-dav of the Lake Merced 
lands alone over cost represents several million dollars. 

VALUATION BASED ON PRICE OP SECURITIES. 

The market quotations of stocks and bonds of the company have little to do with 
their actual value. Market quotations are controlled by supply and demand, financial 
conditions, income, and municipal political conditions. Tlie late board of supervisors 
passed a confiscatory rate for the sale of water, and passed an ordinance for the forfeit- 
ure of the franchise of the company. Such attacks affect market quotations, but they 
do not affect actual value. Is it not a matter of common knowledge that, in the present 
depressed condition of the money market, securities of many corporations can be nought 
in small lots at prices at which it would be altogether impossible to obtain a substantial 
holding? 

VALUATION BASED ON COST OF REPRODUCTION. 

While estimates of engineers and actual cost are aids in determining the value of 
such a property, after all its value to the city is the amount of money necessary to be 
expended to reproduce a system capable of rendering an equivalent service. To repro- 
duce a system capable of supplying to San Francisco 40,000,000 gallons of water daily, 
with potentialities of increase so as to admit of a delivery approximating 150,000,000 
gallons daily, would cost far in excess of any estimate of value placed upon the com- 
pany's property, and far in excels of the actual cost of the same to the company, and 
this witnout taking into consideration the element of established business. 

It is interesting to note, in reference to the question of values, that the city of New 
York is now developing an increased storage and conduit supply to furnish the munici- 
pality with an adxlitional 150,000,000 gallons per day at an estimated cost of 
$180,000,000. 

PLAN SECOND. 

The development of the Spring Valley water system by the company depends on 
the reestablishment of the credit of the company. 

The reestablishment of the credit of the company depends fundamentally on the 
adoption of a schedule of rates that will, within the not distant future, allow a fair 
and reasonable return on the value of the propertv. 

In fixing rates two elements must be consiaered : 

First. \Vhat is the value of the property? 

For consideration of the value of the property, we refer to what has been said here- 
tofore under the heading "Plan first." 

Second. WTiat is a fair and reasonable return on the value? 

The legal rate of interest in this State is 7 per cent. Interest rates in this commu- 
nity on loans amply secured are from 6 to 7 per cent. We can not, for the purposes of 
this investigation, undo the existing law regarding the fixing of rates, no matter how 
illogical or unjust it may be. The law itself makes our income insecure (as evidenced 
by the treatment of the company by the late board of supervisors). This warrants the 
classing of the investment as somewhat hazardous, and hence entitled to a greater 
return than would be expected by an investor whose income was secured. Under 
the existing conditions of the investment, we are entitled, in all fairness, to a not 
return of 7 per cent. 

We ask you to fix rates that i^dll yield a net income, in the not far distant future, 
of 6 or 7 per cent on the actual value of the property necessarily used in providing 
and distributing the water to consumers. The rates we ask you to establish will not 
now yield, on a proper basis of accounting, a fair and reasonable income, but they 
will be accepted m the hope that they will tend to reestablish credit, promote cooper- 
ation between the city and the company, and insure the community an abundant 
water supply. 
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The rates of 1902 . 

To determine whether the 1902 schedule should be adopted, comparisons are abso- 
lutely necessary. 



1902. 1907. 



Operating expenses $454,013.77 , 1607,232.07 

Taxes I 236,828.97 314,933.07 

Total '' 690, S42. 74 922, 165. 14 

Qtoss revenue i 1, 980, 651. 72 , 1, 907, 272. 20 

Deduct operating expenses and taxes ^ 690,842. 74 i 922, 165. 14 

Revenue, less operating expenses and taxes 1, 289,808. 98 , 985, 107. 06 



The net result to the company on these three items was $304,701.92 better in 1902 
than in 1907, notwithstanding the following capital expenditures for additional con- 
struction from 1902 to 1907, viz: 

1902 $678,478.25 

1903. 680,767.01 

1904 494,729.20 

1905 566,114.08 

1906 262,645.76 

1907 355,493.21 

Total 3, 038, 227. 51 

A new and important increase in the operating expenses of the company has 
resulted from changed conditions arising from the earthquake and fire in the increased 
and increasing consumption in the hi^-level districts of the city, which has neces- 
sitated the installation of two additional pumping plants operated at an annual 
expense of approximately $50,000 and whose capacity, in the near future, must be 
further enlarged to meet the pressing demands of the city. 

The increase in cost of operation, aside from this, is easily accounted for by the 
greater cost of labor, which is 40 per cent higher than in 1902, and the additional 
cost of oil, other materials, and, indeed, every element of expense entering into the 
operation of the property. 

The company has always paid the highest rate of wages and secured the most 
efficient labor. It has enjoyed an unbroken record of tranquil relations with its 
employees. It has believed in good wages and good service. 

In this connection it should not be forgotten that the taxes for 1908 will be $375,000 — 
that is to 8av, $138,000 in excess of those for 1902, and $60,000 in excess of thoee for 
1907. ' . 

It must also be borne in mind that the 1902 schedule made no allowance for depre- 
ciation or replacement. 

In taking the 1902 rate as a basis, no consideration ha;^ been given to increased 
taxes, increased operating expense, capital expenditures since 1902, depreciation and 
replacement. 

Is there any honest or intelligent reason, or any rule of equity, for the denial to 
the company of proper allowances for these items? 

fV • ■ Rate for 1908. 

We have asked you for a 15 per cent increase over the rates of 1902, except for 
shipping and contractors, a $5 city hydrant rate, and $200,000 for a depreciation fund. 
Two hundred thousand dollars is 10 per cent on an income of $2,000,000. We will, 
therefore, assume, for the purpose of placing our requests clearly before you, that a 
25 per cent increase on the 1902 rates a $5 city hydrant rate, and $60,000 for city 
parks, school buildings, etc., are to be allowed, and place before you the estimated 
return to the company on such a schedule. 

Private consumers 1907 $1, 710, 032 

It is not fair to assume that there will be an increase during the fiscal 
year 1908, but let us a'^ume a 5 per cent increase 85, 501 



422 SAN FRANCISCO AND THE HETCH HETCHY BESEBVOIR. 

Income 1908. 

Total estimated business from private consumers based on 1902 rates... 1,795,533 

Twenty-five per cent increase of rates 448, 883 

Five-dollar city hydrant rate 240, pOO 

From city for buildings, schools, streets, parks, etc 60, 000 

Shipping 122,002 

Contractors (overestimated) 70, 027 

Other sources 60, 482 

Total revenue from all sources 2, 796, 927 

CONTRA. 

Operating expenses 600, 000 

Operating expenses, depreciation, replacement 200, 000 

Taxes 375,000 

Balance 1,621,927 



2, 796, 927 



This balance of $1,621,927 yields: Five per cent on a valuation of $32,000,000; 5.4 
per cent on a valuation of $30,000,000; 5.79 per cent on a valuation of $28,000,000; 
6.2 per cent on a valuation of $26,000; and 6.4 per cent on a valuation of $25,000,000. 

The above results are only obtained by charging an inadequate depreciation or 
replacement fund. 

vVTiatever differences of opinion may exist as to valuation, the company is never- 
theless entitled to the rates asked. In other words, even though the property be 
worth no more than the city engineer's estimate, the income on the rates requested 
by us will be no greater than the stockholders are fairly entitled to receive. 

A critical and vital stage has now been reached in the relations between the city 
and the company, on whose property the city depends for its water supply. The 
credit of the company has been seriously impaired by attacks made on the valuation 
of its property, by misrepresentations of its resources, by the agitation for a municipal 
water supply, by an insufficient income caused by low-water rates, and by the effort 
of the late board of supervisors to forfeit its franchise. For years past tlie relations 
between the city and the company have been strained. If, in the past, the com- 
pany was ever "in politics, " for years its relations with the city have been free from 
any just criticism. The effort of the^late board of supervisors to wreck the company 
is within your knowledge, and the straightforward manner in which that effort was 
met by the management is also within your knowledge. It is at all likely that if the 
company had been "in politics" this confiscatory euort would have been made? 

Early' in 1906 changes in management were ejected, and the company is now in 
the hands of representatives of the shareholders, who are themselves very laige 
owners of stock. For years the shareholders, numbering about 2,000, nearly all of 
whom are residents of San Francisco, have received but a small income from their 
property, and since January, 1906, they have not only had no dividends, but have 
paid in assessments $840,000, which was largely employed to repair damage caused 
by the earthquake. It seems to be assumed Toy some of your members that no credit 
is to be given for this item in arriving at the rates to which the company is entitled. 
An idea exists that the maximum rate of return to the shareholders is to be limited 
by the amount of dividends that will satisfy a buyer of gilt-edge securities, and yet 
that if any unusual expense must be incurred to enable the company to furnish the 
eersice to the city that expense must be borne by the company. It is only necessary 
to state this position to show its fallacy. If there were no limit to the return which 
the shareholaers might receive, it would be entirely proper to expect them to meet 
fidl expenses of every nature, but it is unfair, unjust, and absolutely illogical to limit 
the company 's income and compel it to meet, out oi the pockets of the shareholdere, 
an expense which, had the plant been owned by the city, would have been met by 
the consumers through the city treasury. 

No business can thrive unless losses can be taken care of out of income. This is a 
fundamental business principle which no one will controvert and without adherence 
to which no business man can long keep out of the bankruptcy court. No sane man 
would invest his money in an enterprise, the income from which was the lowest return 
which a first-class investment should command, if he knew in advance that the 
income could, in no event, be increased, but might be reduced, or indeed entirely 
wiped out, by losj^es incurred in the conduct of the business. If it is confiscatory to 
deny to a public-service (Corporation a fair return for the service rendered, it is equally 
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confiscatory to limit dividends to the lowest return for which money can be had in 
a safe enterprise, and yet say to the stockholders that they must use such dividends 
to meet expenditures without which the service can not be rendered. 

How immir to say to a public-service corporation which, by act of God, has suffered 
a loss, that it is its duty to the commumty to repair the damage, and that in the 
fixing of rates the public agency will not take into account the cost of such repair, 
but will allow only the minimum income which a safe investment would surely 
return, leaving the company to meet the cost of repair out of the pockets of its stock- 
holders. ^ 

If the Interstate Commerce Commission were to exclude anv allowance for loss by 
wrecks and collisions and to fix rates upon a basis which would vield only the mini- 
mimi dividend on stock, how many of the great railroads woulcl long remain out of 
the hands of a receiver? And yet wrecks and collisions are not as a rule caused by 
the act of God. The Interstate Commerce Commission, which is the latest and most 
scientific development in governmental regulation, not only allows for actual losses 
of this natiure, but makes provision for depreciation and replacement. 

This amoimt of $840,000 was used for replacement, no fund for which has ever been 
allowed or provided in rate schedules adopted by the supervisors. Future rates 
must provide a replacement fund. 

A review of the past also tends to show other just causes for grievance by the com- 
pany. Taxes in 1908 will amount to $138,000 more than in 1902. The citv has from 
year to year for the last seven or eight years consistently reduced the allowance to 
the company for water furnished tne municipality. Receipts for water furnished 
the city have dwindled from about $240,000 in 1901 to $79,559 in 1907, although the 
quantity consumed has constantly increased. Since 1902 the company has annually 
brought suit to annul the rate schedule adopted by the supervisors. 

Last year the federated committee, the chairman of whose executive committee was 
Colonel Heuer, recommended an additional appropriation for hydrants of $180,000. 
We were explicitly promised this appropriation by the chairman of the finance com- 
mittee of the supervisors, and on the strength of that promise the company made large 
expenditures. The appropriation was not made, and that amount remains to-day a 
moral obligation on the part of the city. 

^ The policy of the present management iff to upbuild the property. It seeks coopera- 
tion of the city autnorities, and to that end will give the utmost publicity to its ac- 
counts. It will pursue a policy to promote the friendphip of the puolic and to remove 
prejudices, many of which have been caused by misrepresentation. If the rates asked 
for are granted, dividends for the fiscal year 1908 will be limited to 4 per cent, and if 
those rates are continued for the fiscal year 1909 the dividend shall not exceed 5 per 
cent; and when the dividends have reached 6 per cent there will be no increa.se unless 
there shall be a reduction in rates. We a-jsume, if after this inve:<tigation your com- 
mittee shall take such action as will result in the enactment for the year 1908 of the 
rates we ask, that they will be continued for 1909. If they are adopted, we shall 
during the coming two years expend at least $500,000 in betterments, so as to enable 
the company to meet all the needs of the consumers; this expenditure to begin im- 
mediately. 

We are before you in good faith . We a.^'k your cooperation in maintaining, extend ing, 
and improving the property upon which the city depend? for its water supply. Grant- 
ing our request will go far toward restoring our credit, the establishment of friendly 
relations with the administration will make that credit secuie, and it will be our hope 
that the company, which for many years has been the subject of bitter hostility, may 
be conductea in a manner so honorable and efficient as to deserve and receive com- 
mendation, thus enabline: the officials and employees to devote themselves strictly 
to the business of furnishing an abundant supply of water, and to ultimately attain 
low rates for coiusumers and security for investing shareholders. 

A. H. Payson, 
President Spring Valley Water Company. 



Letter from the pra^ident of the Spring Valley Water Company to the supervisors 
and public: 

Sak Francisco, A/ay JU 1908. 
To the Supervisors and Public of San Francisco: 

We have read in the public press that the committee of the board of supervisors on 
water supply has recommended the adoption of rates for water for the year ending 
June 30, 1909, that will yield a net return to this company of less than 4 per cent 
on the value of its property as fixed by the city's engineer, if allowance be made for 
depreciation and replacement, which must be provided for in the rate schedule. 
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We have explained fully to the supervisors the necessity for the installation of 
additional plant to meet tne rapidly increasing needs of the city. The properties 
owned by the company can be developed to insure a daily supply to the city of consid- 
erably more than 100,000,000 gallons at a comparatively small expenditure. The 
average consumption per day is now in excess of 32,000,000 gallons. The maximum 
possible delivery into the distributing city reservoirs is now 35,000,000 gallons daily. 
This delivery can be quickly increas^ to 40,000,000 gallons per day by the installa^ 
tion of additional plant, which will cost approximately $500,000. 

There is ample water in the storage reservoirs in San Mateo County; at least eight hun- 
dred days' supply, but the supply for the city must be delivered into the distributing 
reservoirs witnin the city limits, as it is from those reservoirs that water is delivered 
to consumers and for the extinguishment of fires. The draft on those reservoirs for 
each of two days during the past three weeks exceeded 35,000,000 gallons. As this 
draft is greater than the daily average delivery, which can be made without addi- 
tional p&nt — as has been fully explained to the supervisors — it seems hardly neces- 
sary to call attention to the likelihood of exhausting the reserves in the distribut- 
ing reservoirs and thus leaving the city without fire protection. Let there be no 
misunderstanding. We have ample water, as all the supervisors well know and will 
not deny. Additional plant is needed to bring the required water to the city. 

The rates proposed by the committee on water supply will not afford the company 
reasonable compensation on its present investment, and, unless afforded such com- 
pensation, it will not invest another dollar in the property. We can not too strongly 
impress upon you that this policy will surely be pursued. 

The supervisors and the public must understand that there is no obligation, legal or 
moral, upon the company to make additional expenditures unless assur^ a fair income 
on the investment. 

For more than two years the stockholders have had no dividends. They have paid 
in assessments during that time $840,000. For five years prior to 1906 the annual 
dividends averaged 3^^',^ per cent, and even these could not have been paid had not 
the United States circuit court enjoined enforcement of rates established by the 
supervisorp. 

For the paet seven and one-half years the stockholders have received net— divi- 
dends in excess of assessments — an average of 1 ,-'5^^ per cent per annum. That is to 
say, on stock, the par value of which is $50, they have had dividends amounting to 97^ 
cents per year. And during nearly all that time the company has been coDecting 
the rates which the committee now proposes to have established. 

The proposal to reenact the 1902 rates ignores the increased cost of operation now 
as compared with 1902. Operating expenses and taxes for 1908 will be $284,000 more 
than for 1902. Since 1902 the company has increased its investment $3,000,000 by 
the sale of bonds, all of which has gone into the plant. 

WTiy are we denied any allowance for these items? 

The supervisors have the power to enact such rates as they think proper, but can 
not compel the investment of additional capital. If, by establishing inadequate 
rates, they discourage the additional investment required to meet the growing needs 
of the city, the responsibility for a water famine must rest with them. 

Supervisors have ntated that the company may rely on its constitutional rights. 
This the company will surely do, and, in the exercise of those rights, it will decline 
to make additional investment when denied a fair return upon its existing investment. 

The decision of the company as herein stated may subject its officers to criticism, 
but they are con\'inced that, when the public realizes all the conditions which exist 
and the dangers^ which menace the city, it will appreciate that the officers are dis- 
charging a public duty in bringing about conditions which will force a solution of 
this question before it hat? become too late to protect the city from the disastrous 
rej?ulls of a failure of it^ water supply. 

A. H. Payson, 
Pro^iduii Spring Valley Water Company. 
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Letter filed by Mr. Phelan: 

IFrom the 8an FrancUco Bulletin, Deeonber 10, 1908.] 

GRUN8KY ANSWERS OPPONENTS OF WATER FLAN — ^ADDRESSES LETTER TO SECRE- 
TARY GARFIELD INDORSING HETCH HETCHY PROJECT — URGES CREATION OP AN 
ARTIFICIAL LAKE — DECLARES IT WOULD BE A SPOT OF BEAUTY MUCH TO BE 
DESIRED. 

C. £. Grunsky, one of the most prominent engineers in the United States and the 
man who first pointed out the advantages of the Tuolumne water projeet^ has addressed 
a letter to Secretary of the Interior Garfield which is a complete refutation of all oppo- 
nents to the Hetch Hetchy scheme on the score of the preservation of a natural wonder. 
The letter, which was wntten voluntarily and without solicitation, is as follows: 

December 17, 1907. 
Hon. James R. Garfield, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

Sir: I take the liberty of addressing you in the matter of San Francisco's applica- 
tion for reservoir rights of way on Tuolumne River and at Lake Eleanor, Cahfomia. 
I do this on my own motion, as the engineer who called the attention of San Francisco 
to the availability of Tuolumne River as a source of Sierra Nevada water and made 
preliminary plans for the project. This source is beyond all question superior to any 
other source of water for tne city. So far superior, in fact, that it should be regarded 
as absolutely essential to meet the requirements of San Francisco and nei^hooring 
bay cities. It is not my purpose, however, to enter at this time into a full discussion 
of this phase of the question, but rumors of concerted action by misinformed enthu- 
siasts for the preservation of the natural beauties of the forest reservation prompt me 
to add a little light on this subject. 

Hetch Hetchy Valley, on the Tuolumne River, has often been called **A little 
Yosemite." It is a flat meadow, extending some 5 miles along the river; for the most 
part narrow, yet expanding in its lower portion to a greatest width of about three 
quarters of a mile. The vallev is inclosed at its lower end by a narrow gorge, this 
gorge being the feature which has made it available for water storage. From above, 
the river enters the valley from one of those grand canyons, which are characteristic 
features of all main streams which flow down the slopes of the Sierra Nevada Moun- 
tains. The valley is, in fact, formed by a spreading apart of the two studendous 
canyon walls. These walls of mighty granite cliffs, rising 1,500 to 2,000 feet above 
the valley floor, alternate with steep, pine and brush covered mountain slopes. The 
valley is, w^ithout question, one of tne most beautiful spots of the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains. It is at the height of its attractiveness in June and early in July, when 
only remnants of the winter snow are seen here and there, and when the grass of the 
well-wat«red valley has assumed its brightest green. Then the valley is really the 
"Emerald " valley of the Sierra. It is at this season of the year that the river is high, 
flooding more or less of the flat valley land. The river rises here to a relatively high 
stage. Owing to the engorgement below its waters can not escape freely into the lower 
canyon and the submersion of the meadow lands is the result. Not only does the 
river thus make a wet meadow of a part of the valley, but other portions of it hold, 
for a time, on the flat surface, the waters of the snows on the mountain slopes and 
trickling down the mountain sides. 

The full enjoyment of the scene, when the valley is in its brightest attire, is, how- 
ever, marred, 1 might almost say rendered impossible, by the presence of mosquitoes, 
which breed in countless millions in the grass-covered ponds and pools. The mos- 
quitoes in June, and usually well into July, are so numerous in the valley that there is 
no comfort for man or beast. They are not alone on the floor of the valley but swarm up 
the mountain sides and compel the visitor to seek his enjoyment of nature's beauties 
through a veil. In the valley itself he can find no comfort and makes haste to seek 
some spot where he and his animals can rest and eat in peace. 

Later in the season, particularly in August and September, the mosquito disappears, 
and the valley is then a delightful camping ground, still beautiful in its carpets of dull 
green interspersed with the yellow and brown of the drying grasses. 

Let me now for a moment assume that instead of the beautiful emerald meadow of the 
Hetch Hetchy there were a lake in this vicinity, a lake just such as San PVancisco 
wishes to create. Such a lake would be unique in this country. There is none other 
like it. Surrounded by steep walls, towering at many places almost vertically in 
heights of 1,500 to 2,000 feet, the lake of crystal clear water would be most picturesque 
in its setting. Suppose now such a lake being there, in a national forest reserve, that 
some one should discover that by draining it a beautiful meadow of some 600 acres 
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would be uncovered; that this meadow, during the season when accessible, June and 
October, would be a delightful camping place, except, of course, during the mosquito 
period, and that the natural beauty and attractiveness of the lake ought to be sacrificed 
in order to make the valley floor available for private ownership (most of it is now so 
owned) with opportunities for camping out ana incidentally thereby to create a little 
Yosemite. Let me ask whether any demonstration, however plausible, would lead 
any government department having such matters in charge into an assent to such a 
scheme? Such action would be inconceivable. The lake would be preserved and 
protected. 

Why, then, if such a lake is now to be artificially created, should not the same reason- 
ing appty? ThsX the lake is to be artificial should not weigh in the matter. Though 
necessarily of a fluctuating water surface within wider ranges than lb ordinarily 
expected for natural moim&in lakes, there would not, by reason of the steep encom- 
passing cliffs and mountains, be in view at any time unsightly stretches of uncovered 
marginal lands, as is sometimes the case where reservoirs are located in flat regions. 
The lake, moreover, in the months during which the region is accessible, would be at 
a high stage. It would be an attraction and a delight to all visitors to this part of the 
Sierra Nevada. 

These remarks apply with almost equal force to Lake Eleanor, for which San Fran- 
cisco has also filed its application. But in the case of Lake Eleanor the Question is the 
enlargement of an existing lake, and there is not much basis for any claim that this 
lake presents such features as would in any sense make it a natural wonder. I need 
onlyjadd that San Francisco has asked only for what she needs. Both reservoir sites 
are requisite for the proper storage of flood waters without detriment to vested rights, 
and I trust that a careful examination of all the features in the case will lead you to so 
conclude. 

LTelegram.] 

Sacramento, Cal., Januanj IS, 1909. 
Julius Kahn, Congressman , 

Washington^ D. C. 

The following resolution was this day adopted by the legislature of the State or 
California. 

** WTiereas there is pending in the Congress of the United States a joint resolution 
confirming a certain grant of privileges made by the Secretarv of the Interior Depart- 
ment to the city and county of San Francisco under date of May 11, 1908, whereby 
certain applications for reservoir sites in the Hetch Hetchy Valley and at Lake 
Eleanor in the Yosemite National Park and forest reserves to be used for a source of 
water supply by said city and coimty, conditioned upon certain stipulations and 
agreements made by the parties thereto, were approved by said Secretary of the 
Interior Department. Therefore, be it resolved by tne senate and the assembly jointly 
that our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Members in Congress be requested 
to use all honorable means to secure the prompt adoption by Congress of the joint 
resolution referred to in the preamble of the resolution. 

Lewis A. llALBORKf Secretary oj Senate 
( ) 
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